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LONDON, APRIL 23, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir sHovtp se worep that Mr. Justice Srretiva will devote 
Monday in each week in the present sittings to chamber business, 
instead of Friday as heretofore, and that he will take motions on 
Fridays. 





Ow Tvuxspay Mr. Justice Norra announced that he intends next 
week to take further considerations, and that in the following 
week (commencing the 2nd of May) he will take witness actions. 
In consequence of the pressure of other business, and especially of 
the great number of adjourned summonses, this learned judge has 
heard no witnees actions since the last Michaelmas Sittings. 





In tHE course of the hearing of a motion on Tuesday, Mr. Jus- 
tice Norrn asked for a copy of the notice of motion, and said that he 


wished that solicitors would always furnish a copy of such a notice’ 


for the use of the court. Mr. Cooxsor, Q.C., who was engaged in 
the case, explained that he understood it to be the practice of the 
taxing master to disallow on taxation the costs of a copy of a 


notice of motion supplied for the use of the judge. Mr. Justice | i 


Nonra said that in his opinion those costs ought to be allowed. 
If a notice of motion was at all complicated it was essential that 
the judge should have a copy of it before him, and it was very 
inconvenient that he should have to borrow the copy supplied to 
counsel. 





We arve elsewhere the amended “rules, orders, and instruc- 
tions” for the registrars of the Probate Registries which have 
been framed for the purpose of giving effect to the decision in In 
the Goods of Price (ante, p. 348), that probate is in future to~ be 
granted of a will whereby a married woman disposes of her 
separate property in the ordinary form, and without the words of 
limitation hitherto used. The old rule (No. 15 in the rules re- 
lating to the Principal Registry and No. 18 in those relating to 
the District Registries), which provided that, ‘in granting pro- 
bate of a married woman’s will made by virtue of a power, or 
administration with such will annexed, the under which 
the will purports to have been made must be specified in the 
grant,” is repealed, and it is provided that, in granting probate of 
the will of a married woman, or of the will of a a som made 
during coverture, or letters of administration with such wills 
annexed, it shall not be necessary to recite in the grantor in the 
oath to lead the same, the separate al estate of the testatrix, 
or the power or authority under which the will has been, or 
purports to have been, made; and the or letters of ad- 
ministration with will annexed are to be in the ordinary form 
without any exception or limitation. 





THE VERY REASONABLE APPEAL made by Mr. Justice Kexewicu to 
the members of the bar bed «=~ before him for suggestions as 
to the most convenient mode of transacting the interlocutory 








rials, his position, and his hurry or 

times more weight has been by 
a comparison of handwriting, and in the Lovat Peerage casé, in 
1885, the learned law lords carefully scrutinized two sigoatures 


ed in date and the 


mercies. Feamadape <P dh oe Ago hoo 2 saan 

tion of letters or eccentricities, but upon the 
character of the handwriting. The one signature was the bold, 

Toor, ine fact tr Eos canll penahased We haute ee Sey 

: e fact is 

apt to be dropped. It may perhaps be remembered that « 

instance of ths came to Light a the Tichborne case. In the ad- 
i i the real Rocer Trcuporwe the following 

peculiarity 


« “« the 
se 1851 there was always a dot 


letter ty” w 
occurred at the end ef a word, but in his letters after the year 


151 Cle eseeniels ela Oe een eee 


handwriting may be of some importance 
lectern wristen about tho ehahe time, but 
the comparison of handwriting written 
interval of years. 
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the Atlantic makes the statute booke of the different 
accurate index te the opinions of the e 
we find the laws of a large number of 
in the same direction, this may per! indicate the 
of opinion among ourselves. seems no 


FEST FFE 
mie 
I 
‘ 
i 
FE 
| 


rE 
fF 


salary of any judge who 
undecided after more than ninety ral from the 
profession can only be entered by 
examination under the direction of the courts, but Indiana is 
take integrity instead of knowledge ; and every voter of 
moral character may be admitted as an attorney-at-law. More 
ical for ourselves it may be to notice the education laws. In 
but three the Legislature is required to provide for the 
of free schools, while eighteen States provide also for 
iversity in connection with their system of free educa- 
wo, moreover, a public library must be kept open in 
American legislation, again, is interesting, as shewing 
maaner in which special dangers are dealt with. In their own 
literature the Americans have freely revealed the corruption of 
Their statute books exhibit the manner in which this 
with. Thus, in two States, ‘‘ lobbying ” is declared 
y; and one of these defines it as ‘‘ seeking to influence 
a member of the Legislature by bribery, promise of 
intimidation, or other dishonest means ’’; while in another 
promises of two members to support each other’s Bills 
them criminally liable. It is curious, too, to note that in 
no salaried officer of a railroad can hold a seat in the 
The Maine Liquor Law, of course, is well known ; 
Statee—Iowa and Kansas—have now taken the same 
i latter State a brewer has claimed protection under 
States Constitution for the damage done to his property, 
been rendered useless. An appeal to the Supreme 
ited States in this matter is now pending. The 
ivate law is, of course, less interesting. With 
, the natural tendency has been at work : 
plified, entails abolished or restricted to one 
equal distribution has been introduced. 
law has generally been ascribed to the 
Perhaps this will account also for the 
in the Civil Code of Georgia, by which 
to be favoured by the courts, and every 
them to defeat any efforts to deprive them 
e iage laws are, of course, freer than 
orthy of note that five States and most of the 
e inter-marriage of first cousins. Marriages 
and whites are generally prohibited, and the law as 
equality of rights is pow satisfied by punishing the 
equally with the black. In Pennsylvania and 
for two years, coupled with a report of death, 
Fe-matriege ; and, should the absent spouse return, he is 
election whether to reclaim his wife or have a divorce. 
diversities between all these different systems are, of 
endless, must greatly complicate legal relations between 
of di States. Surely where the diversities, as is 
are merely on matters of detail, the common sense 
Americans will ulimately overome State jealousies, so as 
some common system to be established. 
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BOR PARTITION are seldom issued, the present practice 
ence yp net a sale, is directed) to direct that 
earried out in chambers. Such commissions had 

@ sum by way of owelty of partition when the 
g the commission gave authority for such an award, 
decree gave no such authority they could not do so. 

ities for the latter portion of this proposition are con- 
v. Mansfield (15 Sim. 41) and Peers v. Needham 
In a case before Mr. Justice Sriatuve on Wed- 
Cooper, Cooper ¥. Cooper) the question was raised 
clerk has any more er to award such a sum 
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more power te award a sum by way of ow 
commissioners of ition would have had 
power was not giver by the judgment. He 
there is no power, in awarding such a sum, to make a 
order for payment. 
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Tue List or cases to come before the two divisions of the Court 
of Appeal includes 66 from the Chancery Division; 9 from the 
Chancery Court of the County Palatine of Lancaster; 77 from the 
Queen’s-Bench Division; 5 from the Probate, Divorce, and Ad- 
miralty Division; gnd 12 eppeals in Bankruptcy. The total of 
these appeals is 169, whereas a year ago the ma of appeals in 
the list was 184, and at the last sittings 189. ~ : 





Tue causes in the lists of the Chancery Judges comprise 130 
before Mr. Justice Kay; 152 before Mr. Justice Currry ; 190 be- 
fore Mr. Justice Nortn; 140 before Mr. Justice Srrermve; and 
149 before Mr. Justice Kexewrcn, making a total of 761 causes, of 
which upwards of 420 are witness actions. A year ago the total 
was 669 causes, and at the last sittings 820. 





Ow Looxrye at the Queen’s Bench Division Cause List it will be 
observed that the number of causes for trial with juries is 405, and 
of those to be tried without juries 384, showing that the jury and 
non-jury cases are becoming nearly equalized. A year ago the 
nuombers were, 583 with juries, and 490 without. 








THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


il: 
We concluded our last week’s notice by an observation, suggested 
by one of the new features in the Bill—confirmation of boun- 
daries—to the effect that probably, unless special precautions are 
taken to guard against them, greater difficulties will be met with 
in the future manipulation of certified boundaries than in their 
registration as conclusive in the first instance. As we propose to 
devote a se section later on to the discussion of the whole 
question of maps, plans, boundaries, descriptions, alterations, and 
the like, we shall excuse ourselves from now following up the 
inquiry so suggested, and will proceed to consider the third, and, 
as we believe, the really most important and beneficial new feature 
introduced by the Bill. 
IV.—Tue Insurance Fonp. 
The unbending rigidity which mere justice has hitherto rendered 
im all dealings in the Transfer Office would, we 
submit, on proved simply intolerable if applied on any extensive 
seale and to more or less unwilling subjects, and it ie principally 
owing to the extended freedom which the existence of the insur- 
ance fund will confer upon the ials that we have ventured to 
express our contident ion that the present Bill will prove 
a success. vay at dyes updeg a ty 2a etperertcape g 
with so ial a subject-matter as pro exactness an 
i ste no less im t than facility and despatch, i 

Maden a Pa Sirvad cae py glo mon of the 
functions of the insurance fund, we strive to show the /imits 
as well as the extent of its proper use. 

General aspect of the insurance system.—In 
& very curious in itself that we have not 
fund all along, . of the Commissioners appointed 
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1854 to consider the subject of the registration of title with 
reference to the sale and transfer of land (presented in 1857), and 
which led more or less directly to the ion of 1862, assumes, 
almost as a matter of course, that some such will 

made if titles are to be publicly certified against all the world. 
‘Tn such a case if would not be unreasonable that the registered 
owner, who had thus obtained a warranted title [by ‘ warranted’ 
the commissioners appear to mean ‘ absolute’ ], pay a small 
premium on that account; and the amount of the 
premiums paid would constitute a fund to ify the State as 











the public insurer in case any latent claim should be subsequently | righ 


established” (p. 18). “ The registrar will cause the title to be 
investigated, and, if the title is a good one, then, on the payment 
of a small premium, to be calculated by way of a percentage 
upon the estimated value of the property in question, he will 
register the ownership as a warranted one. The iums will 
be paid into the Exchequer, and the Consolidated Fund will be 
liable to make a fair and reasonable compensation to any person 
who may establish a claim in respect of the estate” (p. 34); and 
later (p. 44), while admitting the weight of certain objections 
and difficulties to be encountered in establishing the fund, the 
commissioners do not even stoop to mention the possibility of 
proceeding to grant absolute titles without it. 

A proviso to this effect in Lord Westbury’s Bill was objected to 
by Lord St. Leonards (Hansard, Feb. 17, 1862, 369) on the ground, 
apparently, that it would not be wanted in safe titles, and that 
shaky titles could already be guaranteed by an existing private 
company ; and eventually the Act was passed without:it. The Bills 
of 1857, 1858, and 1859, de not contain any mention of the compen- 
sation prificiple. The Commissioners’ Report of 1870 gives it no 
place in its recommendations; Lord Selborne’s Bill of 1874 and 
Lord Cairns’s Act of 1875 make no provision of the kind, and 
the report of Mr. 0. Morgan’s Committee (1879) is alike silent 
upon it. 

Owing to this omission, the registry practice in England has all 
along been fixed upon the horns of adilemma. If the registrar had 
acted as ordinary buyers of land do, ‘‘ chancing”’ an occasional error 
in order te expedite business, he would have been abusing the con- 
fidence reposed in him by the sleeping owners of property, whose 
rights he was thus registering away without consulting them. 
Very properly, the rules embraced the other alternative—namely, 
to make the registrar stricter than ordinary purchasers, but at the 
same time as nearly as possible infallible; and as a fact no mis- 
takes involving loss have yet occurred in the Land Registry 
Office. 


But the administration of such @ system must be a great | 


responsibility, which fhe registrar has probably felt the weight of 
more than once. For it must be roiasiitiaeel that not only does 
the possibility of error and to imnocent persons occur 
when land is brought under the Act for the first time, but also on 
every registered dealing with the registered land that afterwards 
takes place. Both Lerd Westbury’s and Lord Cairne’s Acts give 
a registered purchaser for value an absolute title as against all 
unregistered claims; and it is the opinion of all authorities that 
such claims would have to be postponed even if they had ea 
been registered and their erasure from the register had been 

by fraud or mistake. On this the Bar Committee tersely remark : 
‘Tf this feature of the system had been understood by public, 
it might, perheps, have materially reduced the number of 
applications for registration under the Act. It doen not appear, 
so far as the evidence goes, to have exercised influence. 
Persons who heard that they were to an le title 
to their own land do not seem fo have to the fact that 


a new method was devised by which am indefeasible title against fi 


themselves might by possibility be acquired by other ” 
(Land Transfer, p. 41). To avoid this in ice, the 
same repulsive rigidity at all doubtful points been introduced 
into subsequent registered dealings as had 

terized the procedure on first registration, and 

by many who have hed to deal with land alresdy registered 
that, in certain classes of transactions, mere trowble and expense 
has to be incurred in getting the matter — than would 

in 


have been experienced had the business private 
hands. It must not be supposed that any reflection is 
here intended: on the conduct of the of land registry. 


To quote again from the Bar Committee :—‘ 


47 

Te only successful systems of on of fitle hitherto 
established on any the Torrens system, and 
the Prussian system Pag, he insurance as the basis 
from the the Torrens’ i 


op course t 
to about £400,000,000 value, the losses requiring 
compensation from the tnd hs een 600 

2. Will it be a taa ?—The is 
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pound on first registration an absolute or qualified title, and 
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one halfpenny in the pound om every for val 
ene-balf ef. which. fo-sumdéted, ¥ wth dang take within 
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RETAINERS OF COUNSEL. 
Ir is desirable that plain and intelligible regulations as to 
sitainieen ck counsel should be universally mows and Guresk: The 
Sipe is, however, in many respects doubtful and unsettled, and 


; 


arise which cause much inconvenience and annoyance 

to barristers and solicitors. It is in most cases difficult, and in 

some Doo dr. goa to get disputed questions of this kind promptly 
ively answered. 

The rules as to retainers have, as a matter of fact, been made by 
counsel’s clerks, and when a clerk has any doubt as to whether he 
should accept a retainer, he seeks advice from some other clerk, gene- 
rally the clerk to the Attorney-General or a leader, and the question 
is settled without any reference to the counsel sought to be 
retained. There are, however, cases where the decision of the clerk 
is not accepted by the contendi ies, and in that event the 
counsel either refuses to act at all, or he refers the question to the 
leader of the court or circuit, or to the Attorney-General; but an 
Opinion can seldom be obtained early enough to be of any practical 
use, and, because of the necessity for expedition, disputes must be 
settled by the barristers themselves. This being so, it would be a 
boon if the rules as to retainers could be collected, in order 
both barristers and solicitors should know the principles which 

the practice on this subject. 
e are aware of the steps taken by the Incorporated Law Nociety 
in 1847 and 1848 for collecting and formulating the rules as to 
i They sent a circular containing a series of questions to 
all London solicitors as well as to the provincial law societies, and 
from the materials thus collected they framed a set of rules which 
were submitted to the Judges and Serjeants and the Inns 
Court. The rules were also sent to the Attorney-General 
and to all the Queen’s Counsel, but the junior bar was not 
consulted, which, in our opivion, was a mistake. No reply was 
received from the judges, the serjeants, the Attorney-General, or the 
Inns of Court. Some of the Queen’s Counsel suggested amend- 
ments, which were adopted, but the bar as a body Lehi aloof. The 
principal reason for this appears to have been that it was considered a 
piece of assumption on the part of solicitors to frame rules for the 
ice of counsel; but all that appears to have been done was 
y to state the practice as it was then known to exist, with the 
of making it generally known and uniform. Although the 
seem to have been sent to all practising barristers and solicitors, 
do not appear to have been acted on, and are now-almost, if not 
forgotten. A better feeling now exists between both branches 
profession, and it is to be hoped that the Bar Committee and 
Society will unite in promulgating rules which would then 

on barristers and solicitors. 

e view of assisting in the attainment of this object, a 
t has sent us some rules relating to the matter which 
formulated by way of suggestion only. It is not pre- 
tended that they are complete, or perhaps in every respect in accord- 
ance with existing practice. They are, however, intended to be 
framed in the interest of both branches of the profession, and may 
serve as a groundwork for discussion :— 

LA retainer, unless otherwise expressed, applies to all 
courts in which the counsel receiving it usually practises at the 
time it is given, and gives the client a preference in retaining 
en. the counsel to whom it is given in any action in 
which the client may be concerned, including new trials, re- 
hearings, and ap , but a special general retainer must be 
given for business in Parliament. 

2. 1f the counsel should be offered a special retainer or brief by the 
opponent of the party having given such general retainer, the 
party who gave the general r-tainer is entitled to notice, and 
unless the counsel receives a special retainer or brief from the 
party who gave the Y apa retainer, he may accept the special 

retainer or brief of the opponent. 

3, In case a special retainer or brief is offered to counsel against 
the party who has given a special retainer, the counsel is at 
liherty to accept the special retainer or brief of the other party 
unless, two days before the time appointed for the trial, 
argument, taking evidence, or hearing, a brief be given by the 
party who gave such special retainer. 

This rule is intended to meet the case of a retainer without the 
intention to send a brief unless the opposite party sends a brief. 
** Retainers to your enemies and briefs to your friends,” Sir Samuel 
—z used to say was a disgraceful proceeding, and ought to be 


4, In the case ofa 
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special retainer, or a general retainer followed 


by s special retainer or brief, counsel is entitled to a brief on 
every occasion on which the case is brought before the court, 
except when a brief is given toa junior only; otherwise the 
retainer is void. 

This regulation is for the advantage of the junior bar, and is but 





fair towards those who ought not to be required to deliver briefs to 

the leader on all occasions. i 

5. When counsel has drawn pleadings, or advised during the pro- 

gress or in contemplation of an action, a retainer or brief may 
be accepted from, and pleadings drawn for and advice given to, 
the opponent, unless a retainer has been given by the first 
client after notice to the first client. 

Great difficulty was felt when there was not a general retainer, but 
the counsel had acted or advised at an earlier stage of the proceedings. 
Nothing occurring in a barrister’s practice can be more annoying and 
rep t than to have had a personal conference with a client, mas- 
tuned the intricacies of his case, and discussed its difficulties, and to 
find himself subsequently holding a brief for the opposite side. It 
may be that the whole, or the greater part, of what passed at the 
pee: conference has esca’ his memory; but one fact frequently 
and if information is derived from different 
sources, when it comes to be used and applied some time after, 
it is quite impossible for the counsel to disti h ani appro- 
priate each particular fact as it recurs to his memory. There is, 
we trust, no man at the bar, who would wilfully use information 
obteined in professional confidence from a client to his disadvantage, 
but it is possible that this may be done involuntarily, and the 
suspicion is painful and gy 3 Sir Samuel Romilly said, in the 
case of Lord Cholmondeley v. Lord Clinton (17 Vs. 261):—‘‘ My 
opinion is that a counsel ought not, if he knows anything that ma 
be prejudicial to the former client, to accept the new brief, thoug 
the first client refused to retain him.” The unpleasant consequences 
suggested can be avoided by sending to the earlier client the notice 
suggested in the rule, and as a general form of notice might be 
mile framed and used, the object of sending it would be universally 
understood, and no apprehension need be felt that counsel would lay 
themselves open to the imputation of soliciting briefs. 

6. As between two clients for whom general retainers have been 

iven, the right of the clients to the services of the counsel 
+ a on the priority of such retainers. : Mt 

7. A general retainer, except in the case of corporations, joint 
stock companies, beriefit or other societies, and newspapers, 
lasts for the joint lives of the client and counsel. ; 

8. A general retainer given for any corporation is determined by 
its dissslution or by its acceptance of a new charter or ob- 
taining a new act of incorporation. 

9. A general retainer for a joint stock company, benefit or other 
society is determined by such company changing its style or 
title or becoming incorporated. 2 

10. A general retainer given for a Sonnass © determined by an 
alteration in its name, but not by a change of its proprietors, 
publishers, or printers, and it extends only to matters affecting 
such newspaper, but extends to all such matters, whether the 
proprietors, the publishers, or the printers are parties to the 
action, suit, or proceeding. : 

11, A general retainer given for a partnership or firm is deter- 
mined by a change in the style of the partnership or firm, 
but not by a change in the constituent members of it. 

12. A general retainer given for a partnership or firm extends only 
to matters affecting the partnership, but extends to all 
such matters, wiewithianting that ull the partners may not 
be included in the action brought. 

13. A general retainer given for one extends to matters 
affecting himself personally, but it does not extend to matters 
in which he is in as assignee, trustee, executor, or 
administrator. 

14, Where a general retainer is given for one and he sues or 
is sued with others, such retainer is not binding in that action, 
except in the case of such person being a defendant and 
defending separately. 

15. A special retainer cannot be given until after the commence- 

. ment of an action or proceeding. : 

16. A special retainer gives the client a right to the services of the 
counsel during the whole progress of the action and at every 
stage thereof, including new trials, re-hearings, and appeals. 

17. All retainers, whether general or special, are determined by the 
counsel ceasing to practise, but they are not determined by his 
being promoted to a higher rank at the bar. re 

18. Where a ial or general retainer has been given and a brief is 
not dul ivered to the retained counsel in any action, suit, or 
preseodiony in which the special retainer has beon given or in 
which the party giving the general retainer is concerned, and 
pending in the court where the counsel usually practises, such 
retainer is entirely lost unless in matters where a brief is given 

19 ppt eg ten 2 ust be given for s particular assize, but if 

. A special retainer m given for a assize, but 

the venue be changed to another place on the same circuit a 
fresh retainer is not required. ‘ 

20. If the action be not tried at the assizes for which the. retainer 
has been given, the retainer must be renewed for every sub- 
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assize until the action i unless a brief has 
soon e is disposed of, 


21. A retainer may be given for a future assize without a retainer 
for the intervening assizes. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
A1TORNMENT CLAUSES AND THE BILLS OF SALE ACTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,— Will you allow me to call attention to an evil which, it 
appears to me, will result from -the decision in Hall v. Comfort (36 
W. R. 48)—that the insertion of the attornment clause ina mort- 
gage doss not make it void under the Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 and 
1882 ! 

Will it not be possible, after this decision, for money-lenders and 
borrowers to obtain all the advantages of a bill of sale without the 
pase a of having a schedule of the goods or the publicity of regis- 
tration ? An intending borrower wishes to raise on 
furniture, but is restrained from doing so by the necessity , if he 
gives a bill of sale, it will have to contain a complete schedule of the 
property and must be registered, and thus be made public. At this 
point the recent decision comes to his aid, and, if the house is his 
own where the furniture is, or he has a lease which he can get leave 
from his landlord to sub-demise or assign (in most cases granted 
without much question) he has only to mortgage the premises to the 
money-lender by a deed containing an attornment clause, and a bill 
of Cage without + drawbacks, is obtained. ‘. a 

n many cases the premises mortgaged ma practicall ueless 
compared with the a and goods : ¥ gp 
security for the advance. Thus, a document having all the effect of 
a duly registered bill of sale can be safely relied on; and, what is 
more, it has the advantage of covering all the after-acquired property 
pice 3 on to the premises. Will not creditors in way be de- 
frauded, and, in fact, the very objects of the Bills of Sale Acts 
defeated ? Hewry J. H. Butt. 

21, Westcroft square, Ravenscourt Park, W., April 18. 
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MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL CHANCERY ACTIONS. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The recent order assigning all Manchest:r and Liverpool 
Chancery causes raises two curious points. 

First, what is to be done with actions begun in Liverpool or 
Manchester, but afterwards transferred to London, by appearance 
being entered there or otherwise ? 

Secondly, how are questions adjourned from the district registrar 
to the jndge to be dealt with, seeing the judge has no chambers ? 
Will 7 youn be heard in court, or must litigants in all cases employ 
counse 

In any case, I, for one, see no practical utility in the order, and I 
can see considerable jealousy onl friction arising from it. 

Wa. Mavpve. 


Arundel House, Arundel-street, Victoria Embankment, 
London, April 18. 





APPORTIONMENT OF DIVIDEND, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journol.] 

Sir,—I shall feel obliged if any of your correspondents can refer 
me to a decision bearing on the following case:— 

A. bequeathed certain shares to trustees upon trust to pay the 
income to B. during her life. and afterwards to sell the shares and 
divide the proceeds among B.’s children. 

B. received the dividends for the half-year ending December 31, 
and died in the following March, and the trustees sold the shares in 
the following July, at a time when such shares were quoted ‘‘cum 
dividend,” the dividend becoming due on the 30th of June, but pay- 
able on the 1st of September. ; 

Can the representatives of B. claim out of the purchase-money of 
the shares the proportion of dividend to the death of B. ae it 

[See Re Duff, Muttlebury v. Muttlebury (30 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 
501).—Eb. 8. J.] 








goin: the Inoon ip Sodan, some applied, to 
a t the Incorpo: aw y. ez parte, 

Stirling, J., for leave to serve notice of motion for an injunction with 
the writ of summons, and the learned 
notice of motion for Friday, the 29th inst. 
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PROBATE REGISTRIES. 
AMENDED RULES, ORDERS, AND InsTRUCTIONS. 
in of the of statutes 20 & 
21 Vict. c. 77 and 38 & 39 Viet. ©. 12, the Right Honourable Siz 
James x Divorce, and 


29th 1887. 
a9 the day of March, , o 
(Signed) Haussury, C. 
LERIDGE, O.J. 


AMENDED RULES, ORDERS, AND IwsTRUCTIONS yor Tue REGISTRARS 
OF THE PRINCIPAL PRoBATE REGISTRY AND FOR THE DisTRicr 
PropaTE REGIsTRARS IN Non-ConTENTIOUS BUSINESS. 


Rule 15 of the Rules, Orders, and Instructions for the registrars 
pS er cole non-contentious business, dated 
the 30th of July, 1862, and rule 18 of the Orders, and Instruc- 
tions for the district registrars. in business, dated the 
27th of January, 1863, are save 80 far as con- 
cerns an ney pee * taken in accordance with them, 
ool ta lace of the anid rales it ordered that the following rales 
shall effect :— 


Rules 15 and 18. Ina grant of probate of the will of « married 
woman, or of the will of a widow made during coverture, or letters 


of administration with such wills annexed, it shall not be necessary 
to recite in the grant or in the oath to lead the same the separate 

nal estate of the testatrix or the power or under which 
the will has been or to have been made. 


the form of or letters of administration 
Sak wall ennaiel ot sri a's ly or limitation, and issue to 
an executor or other person } in usual course of representa- 


tion to take the same; a surviving husband, however, being entitled 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


MACALPIN v. YOUNG—O. A. No. 1, 20th April. 
Marrren Woman—Surarats Propsery—Vestsep Inrenter 1 Re- 
MAINDER, 


a 


oe beams ogg Re a age 3 woman, on April 14, 1880, one 
August 18, 1885. By the wl tthe 's aunt, who died in 1873, 






‘i 
i 


certain trustees in trust for the testatrix’s sister, 

Ww after her to be sold and the proceeds to | 
Mary W: died in July, 1886. rig pce ha ving been directed as 
the estate of the the rer ee ae 
at the time of ma contract at the time of the 

of sufficient separate property to satisfy the debt. It was 

aunt’s wil!; but it was that that was not Property 
which could be bound by the contract, since her it was con- 
tingent on her surviving the life tenant. It was further contended that 
if, at the dates of the contract : had a 

deena ra pao hr : 
bound by the contract, and was upheld by 


oe 
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the Divisional Court (Coleridge, 0.J., and Mathew, J.). The defendant 


poet Cook Esuzr, M.R , and Lorzs, L.J.) dismissed the appeal. 
-R., said that he was clearly of opinion that the defendant 
time of making the contract a vested interest in remainder, 
which was liable to be divested if she pre-deceased the tenant for life. 
interest vested in her at the moment of the death of the testatrix. 
interest had now increased by coming into possession on 
the life tenant made no difference. The judgment had the 
as 8 charge on her separate property. Lorzs, L.J., said that 
question that the defendant had at the time of making 
@ vested interest in remaiuder, since it was ready to come 
possession the moment the tenant for life died.—Oovunsz1t, Bigham, 
. B. Duke ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and McClymont. Soractrors, 
ior, Hoere, Taylor, § Box, for J. ¢ A. Burton § Scorer Linooin ; Morton, 
Outler, § Co. 


LINWOOD v. ANDREWS—O. A. No. 2, 19th April. 


ArracuMent—Disonepience Tro Orper ror Payment or Monsy—Frovctary 
Oaracrry—Dzstoxs Acr, 1869, s. 4, sus-secrron 3. 


The question in{this case was whether an order for an attachment had 
been properly made against the defendant. The plaintiff claimed as his 
foreign Government bonds which were in the possession of 

oe seine the a the action to enforce his claim. An order 
fendant from parting or dealing with the bonds 

if unsold, and from 


or dealing with the proceeds of the bonds if 
sold. A ern ag order continued the injunction, and required the 
defendant, wi four days, to deposit the bonds in court, or, if sold, to 
dg proceeds into court; and a third order directed an attachment to 
ageinst the defendant for not complying with the order to deposit 

the bonds or the of them. Under the will of his father the 
plaintiff was to the bonds on attaining twenty-five, and he 
attained twenty-five on the 23rd of March, 1886. The defendant, who 
was a trustee of the will, had obtained ion of the bonds, and she 
affidavit in which she alleged that they had been given to her by 

the pin for her absolute use without any condition whatever; that 
she Fwy with them long before the action was commenced and 
had any idea that proceedings would be taken against her in 

on to them, and that she was, therefore, not in a position to comply 
the order to d ¢ them in court. Kay, J., made an order for 
attachment against the defendant. It was objected, on her behalf, that 
the onder was one for the payment of money, and that obedience could 
net. be enforced by attachment, unless the defendant was acting ina 
Rog sap ergy ” within the meaning of sub-section 3 of section 4 of 
we Act, 1869, which could not be determined till the trial of the 


Tux Covat or Aprza (Corron and Linpiex, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
Corton, L.J., said that the plaintiff had made out a primd facie 

case, in answer to which the defendant only said that the plaintiff intended 
to and did make the gift to her. Tho court watched such cases with 
Se a there was a elear explanation given of a gift to a guardian 
or It would be a question for decision at the trial whether such 
an explanation had been given to the plaintiff as would enable him to 
he was doing. So far, however, the plaintiff had made 
An order had been made for the defendant to deposit 
sold, to pay into court the proceeds of sale. That not 
an order for attachment was made. The attachment 
that the bonds were not deposited and that 

e had not been paid in, the defendant being in a 
ving regard to section 4 of the Debtors Act, 1869, 
that, because the question whether the defendant 
tion was one which would not be decided until the 
far, therefore, as the order seemed to decide that 
stand. But was the court satisfied that the defend- 
depositing the bonds? So far as the order for 
upon that, it was not affected by the Debtors Act, 
it the bonds was not an orderto pay money. Default 
involved that she bad it in her power to aomiahs with the 
depositing the bonds. In his lordship’s opinion the court was justi- 
ovidenee in concluding that it was in the defendant’s power to 
ponds. Hor ovidence was yery unsatisfactory, and his lord- 
defendant had parted with the bonds when the 

made. The order for attachment was right, but it must be 
the reasons for it to non-compliance with the order for 
Livoxey, L.J., said that the order was not an order 
within the Debtors Act; it was an order to deposit the 
@ proceeds. If they were sold it was an order to pay 
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money the Act, but there was no evidence that the bonds were 
sola. Therefore the order was for deposit of the bonds. He believed 
the defendant had the bonds— is, she could get at them if she 
chose.—Oounsst, Marten, Q.C., and C, B. Moore; Ince, Q.0., and Alez- 


n, 
ander Young. Sorscrrons, 7. E. Watkin ; Hyde, Tandy, § Mahon. 


BISOOE v. JACKSON--C. A. No. 2, 20th April. 


CuapiTantz Braurst—Ov-rrts—Famvurge oF PARTICULAR INTENTION OF 
TESTATOR. 

This was an from a decision of Kay, J. (35 W. R. 152), the 
a charitable bequest had failed altogether, or 
whether it pan many cy-prés. A testator, by his will, appointed 
the plaintiffs his , and directed them, out of such part of his 

estate ‘‘as should be personal estate and might y law be 


pure 
for charitable purposes,’ to set apart the sum of £10,000, and 


4 





of this sum te apply £4,000 and the income thereof in the establishment 
of a soup kitchen for the parish of Shoreditch and 
adjoining therete, in such 
such hospital to be not less 
that the income of the remaining £6,000 sLould be applied in paying 
certain salaries to a resident nurse and a surgeon for the hospital, an 
otherwise towards the necessities of the » and for the benefit 
thereof, and of the patients who should from e to time be taken into 
it, as his trustees should in their absolute discretion think fit. 
decided by the court that the gift was valid under the Mortmain Acts, 
because it might be carried out either on land already in mortmain or b 
inducing some one to give land for the purpose. An inquiry was direc 
whether the fund, or any part thereof, could be applied for the establish- 
ment of a soup kitchen and cottage hospital, and for the benefit of such 
hospital, in accordance with the directions of the testator. The chief 
found that no of the fund could be so because no 
land could be obtained for the purpose in the parish. y,J., refused an 
application to vary the certificate. The testator’s next of kin took out a 
summons asking that the fund might be paid over to them, on the ground 
that the charitable had failed altogether, Kay, J., held that the 
testator had manifested a general intention to benefit the poor of the 
of Shoreditch, oe pea A of the particular mode of applica- 
tion which he had poin’ out, and that, as that mode could not be 
carried out, the court would apply the fund cy-prés. His lordship accord- 
ingly directed a scheme to be settled in chambers for the application of 
the fund. 

Tue Covrr or Arpgat (Corrox, Livouay, and Far, L.JJ.) affirmed 
the decision. Corron, L.J., said that for the purpose of the appeal it 
must be assumed that the fund could not be applied in the manner 
pointed out in the will. The question was whether the court could apply 
the doctrine of cy-pres. If there was a gift to a are legatee the 
legacy failed if the legatee did not or would not it. But the ques- 
tion in the present case was whether the testator had given a legacy to a 

rticular institution, or whether he had expressed a general intention to 

nefit the poor of the parish of Shoreditch, pointing out a particular 
mode of effecting his intention. In the latter case, if the particular in- 
tention could not be carried out, the court would apply the fund cy-prés. 
In his lordship’s opinion the latter was the true view of the uest. 


The testator had ex an intention to give £10,000 for the benefit of the 
sick and poor of Shoreditch, and had out the mode in which it 
was to be done. The gift was not for erecting a particular building in 


the parish ; it was for the parish—not merely in it; it was for the benefit 
of the poor in the parish. It was clear that the testator intended to bene- 
fit the poor of the parish in the particular way which he had pointed out, 
if possible, but, at any rate, to benefit them. Linpiey and Fay, L.JJ., 
concurred.—CounsgL, Pearson, Q.C., and Cecil Russell; Sir R. Webster, 
A.G., and Ingle Joyce; Edwin Ward and F, EB. Ward.. Sorxcrrors, 
Pattison, Wigg, § Co.; Hare § Co. ; Angell, Imbert-Terry, ¢ Page. 


M. MELACHRINO & CO. », THE MELAOHRINO EGYPTIAN 
CIGARETTE 00.—Chitty, J., 19th April. : 


Parents, &c., Acr, 1883—Trapz-manxk—Inraincament—Invatip Ussr. 


In this case a motion was made by the plaintiffs for an inéerim injunc- 
tion to restrain the defendants (inter alia) from infringing or colourably 
imitating the plaintiffs’ registered mark or label. It appeared that the 

laintiffs had registered a mark for cigarettes consisting of a design, and 
had also sought to register three coats of arms, but their Fs 4 are pe in 
that respect was refused by the comptroller. The plain label con- 
sisted of the registered design and the three coats of arms, and the plain- 
tiffs alleged that the defendants had imitated their label by copying 
the design and the coatsof arms. The defendants, however, submitted 
that, as the plaintiffs had never used their mark in a valid manner, but 
only —— with matter which had been refused registration, they were 
not entitled to protection. 

Curry, J., said that the plaintiffs’ use of the coats of arms did not 
vitiate their right to have registered mark protected. It would be 
splitting hairs to hold that the use of that which was not registrable in 
conjunction with that which had been registered deprived a registered 
mark of the protection which registration had given it. The defendants’ 
intention to copy was shewn by the circumstance that they had made use 
of the ccats of arms. He granted the injunction.--Oounsrt, Romer, Q.0., 
and Sebastian ; Sir A. Watson, Q.0., and Oswald. Soxscrrors, J. Algernon 
Latham ; Spyer ¢ Son. 


Re ALLEN, SIMES v. SIMES—Stirling, J., 19th and 20th April, 


Paactice—Oxicinating Summons—R. 8, O., 1883, LV., 3, 4, 8—-Apromr- 
MENT OF New Trustess—JvURISDICTION. 


An o summons was taken out under ord. 55, rr. 3, 4, in the 
matter ‘De mmcton of tee T gy ae ete ps ay ie 
necessary, the sanction to the compromise probate pro- 
ceedings . in pe cand of the estate, and the appointment of new 


trustees. An order in terms of the summons was at chambers, but 
the took the objection, founded upon the decision of Kay, J., in 
Re Gill, Smith v. Gill (84 W. R. 134), that existed no jurisdiction to 


summons. the persons 
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SOLICITORS STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
19th April—Garorce Srackman, 
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20th April—Avevserus Hzevry Mavte. directors, and a sum of 
20th: April—Cuarirs Ricuaap Corpsman. $270 was given in the relief of 
20th April—G. B. H. Drew. twenty 
20th April--Cuaritzes Anruur Stapse. The a 
the credi 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL CHANCERY 


Mx. Jostros Kexewrcn, on taking his seat in court on Tuesday, addressed ’ 
Mr. Barber, Q.C., the leader of court, with reference to the recent added to the list 
ord. 35, r. 6a, made under the powers of the new clause of rule 9 of order 4:4. ‘The resul: 


5 (ouft Bas 140, 389), a 
His hip seid, ‘‘I wish to make some remarks for the convenience from the secued annnal sagett 
recently completed by the Lord J ya By order in question it oe ag thas a 


ereafter gistry secured 
Registry of Manchester should be marked with the name of such j of ek nes 
the Chancery Division aa the Lord. Chancellor might order ply pea = 
The Lord Chancellor has directed, an order dated 

the 5th of April, 1887, (see ante, p. 392) that on and after the 18th have compl 
April, 1887, every cause and matter in those registries in the Coneey attention 

vision are to be marked with name and to come before me, and I | ..smittee are more than 
shall therefore have to see these matters through their various | Wouters of the 

OF Causes, | subscribe 


to time direct. 


stages. I shall say nothing now about the machinery for trial of 

because Business here will not be interfered with, as when ten 

causes proceeding in those registries are ready to be 

will be sent down from London, say in June, to try them. 

specialty weet to.advert tois the interlocn’ business, asmotions 
ons, and adjourned summonses. As the only came into 

yeateedag, ep 18th, it will be sometime before any 

me, and case some further rules may be required 


any 
any accumulation of 


be assigned for hearing these mages | applications. 
has been suggested, and: I would like as to what 


Saturday 
would suit your 


ce 
course, that of officers of the court. I must also 
ber business; that can be done by my 


on the day before 


be 
locutory business. Assuming Saturday be fixed for such matters, 
I wish your assistance in deciding whether we ape te eee is sae eet 


actions for trial with 
interlocutory work ? 


ractis in thig court, your juniors, and 
then ome counsel how ie po cians) 


truth. 
ou to an. I have but I 
should be gled it yon would consult, Mr. dvoar alts hae lets pons 


served 


a7 See 
having thie advice in order that the usefulness of art, which has 
pawe graeten Soe, omen Se pears, end ben Soares ee 


Division from, the 


3 may 
so that this new business may be Re 
ference with the ordinary business.”” Mr, Barber 

his lordship for the early intimation he had given the 
and, on be of himself and colleagues, could would 


, on 
in their power to aid 
be made. 
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Majesty's Jubilee, to found “‘ Victoria Annuities.”” He said all over the 
because there was scarcely a county in or Wales which 
not the benefits of the association. He trusted they might 
be . Let them reflect upon the benefits they had received since 
her Majesty’s accession. When the girl queen came to the throne rail- 
way enterprize was in its infancy; steam navigation in its infancy; 
gae in its infancy. There were no telegraphs, no photographs, 
no electric no omnibuses, no hansoms, no penny steam- 
boats on the no fine hotels, and not a postage-stamp in the whole 
world, A —— town was then a little world in itself, and knew less 
of its neigh than London at the present time knew of Paris; whilea 
ay Sa illuminated the houses of the poor. Surely, if ever a 
cause for gratitude it was the one to which they belonged ; 
and he (the chairman) was sure the lawyers would not lag behind in mani- 
festations of loyalty. He moved ‘‘That the report and statement of 
accounts for the four months ending December 31, 1586, now presented, 
be received and adopted, and that the same be printed and circulated in 
the usual way with the proceedings of this meeting.’’ 

Mr. Epwin — having seconded the motion, the report was 
u » 

Mr. R. Watt Watt proposed a vote of thanks to the directors and 
auditors for their services during the past half-year ; this was seconded by 
Mr. Samvuzgu Day, and carried unanimously. 

A vote of thanks to Mr. W. Evwoop Sutruzy for so ably presiding at 
the meeting brought the proceedings to a close. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 
Easter Examination, 1887. 


GanzeaL Examination or Srupents or THe Inns or Covrt, held at Lin- 
coln’s Inn Hall, March 29, 30, and 31 and April 1, 1887. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to the following students 
certificates that they have satisfactorily a public examination :— 

Arthur William Bainton, Arthur Lionel Baxter, Edward Boyle, Edward 
Fitzherbert Gwavas Carlyon, Lord Edgar Algernon Robert Gascoyne 

Edward Maynard Des Cham amier, Hugh Robert Eardle 
, Benjamin Arthur Cohen, Hayward Ratcliffe Darlington, Cecil 
Outram Gillbanks, Henry Colquhoun Hayter, Charles Lushington Hickley, 
Louis Johannes Jacobsz, Russell James Kerr, Sidney Ernald Ralph Lane, 
Thomas Charles Bruce Mackintosh-Walker, George Maryon Maryon- 
Robert Metcalf Minton-Senhouse, David Owen, Douglas William 

Owen, Harcourt Paine, ae eee Power, Khushwakt Rai, 
Henry St. John Digby Raikes, Henry win Rooth, Henry Sandbech, 
Helperius Benedictus Sauer, Henry Schultes Schultes-Young, Joseph 
a. gy Diff Simey, Lowji Merwanji Wadia, Thomas 

aghorn, ward Stevenson Webb Ware, Frederick Edward 
Weatherley, John Arthur Williams, and Andrew Brocket Wilson, of the 
Inner Temple; Southwell George Theobald Bourke, Thomas Douglas, 
William Arthur Emsley, Arthur George Ford, Herbert Granville Grant, 
Charles Hazell, Richard John Hodgson, Rufus Daniel Isaacs, 
John any Keeling, Reginald Kemp, Thomas Charles Ledlie, Guy Lush- 
ington, John James ;McLean, Michael Stewart Johnstone Macmorran, 
David Villiers Meager, Harington Morgan, Nai Pleng, James John 
Parfitt, George Bettesworth Piggott, John Edwin Piper, John Cathcart 
aa ae Wilson-Holden, and Henry Woodley Boscawen Wright, 
of the Middle Temple ; Dwarka Nath Banerji, Francis Edward Prescott 
Decie, Bartle Henry Temple Frere, Alexander Graham, Richard Cotton 
‘Walker Hill, John Ewer Jefferson Hogg, Richard Horatio Couch Kent, 
Walter Lindley, Henry John Newbolt, John Henry Rimmer, Arthur 
A tren-Willett, Richard Watson, and Edward Herbert Widnell, 
of ’s-inn; and John Joseph Hayden, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs. 
Ba. following students a satisfactory examination in Roman 

vi— 


Henry Campbell Alchorne Bingley, George Chivers Bower, Arthur 
Henry Larnoy Cancellor, ret Fitzgerald Collins, 

Kenneth Da Costa, Alfred Hamilton Douglas- Hamilton, Albert 
je gprs She = t, = battens Ketetiien at Robert Fletcher 
ughes, ey, H ervaise Le Gros, 

Patrick Deedee. hem James Harry Stuart Mearthur, Geo Espec 
John Manners, Maude, Sarfrazali Adulali Meer, Samuel Moses, 
Arthur Oarson Roberte, Paul Frederick Simonson, Frederick Follett 


Younghusband Lakhamganda Vantmuri, Edgar Vickers, 
‘Williamson Wallace, Henry O'Kelly Webber, and Walter Ad- 
din Ww of the Inner Temple ; James Bell, Lakshman G: 


Augustus or Madan Gopal, Heber ohn Pottinger H : anegs 
ottin endricks, Geor; 
Wi Hudson, Arthur Bh are Gemeen’ debe Penny Look, 

Mallinson, Naraina hmi, Latifur Rahman, Rang Lal, 
Seva Crichton Slagg, Mansel Teixeira, and Alfred Isaac 
Tillyard, of the Middle Temple; Alfred Adams, Arthur Richmond At- 
kinson, Nandlol Banerji, Alexander Millington ‘Begg, Hewitt Bostock, 
William Towers Brown, H Wilson Fox, Gerald Clayton- East Pelham 
Gordon, Ronald John McNeill, Frederick Scott Oliver, Richard Evans 
Prall, Alfred Roscoe, and James Weir, of Lincoln’s-inn; and James 
Knott, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs. 


LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 
Usirev Law Srupents’ Socrery.—March 21—Chairman, Mr. Rawlin- 





son.—The subject for debate was a case in the 
ae ne a StL eee 


} 
f 


lowed by Messrs. Rogers, Steere, and Abrahams ; w . Knight, 
Edmonds, Parsons, and others e in the affirmative. After Mr. Nathan 
had replied, the chairman motion to the House, and, the numbers 


equal, gave his vote in favour of the affirmative view. The 
motion was therefore by one vote. The secretary for the a 
Corres: en ent states that there are still vacancies on the 


pondence Departm 
third section of that department. It should also be stated that the time 
for sending in essays for the Union Prize Competition has been extended 
to the 1st of October. 

April 18—Chairman, Mr. Batchelor.—The subject on the r for 
discussion was, “‘ Does the insertion of the usual attornment clause in a 
mortgage make the document a bill of sale requiring tration under 
the Bills of Sale Act?”’ At the commencement of the debate Mr. Moyle 
moved the adjournment of the House, owns to there only thirteen 
members present. The motion was seco! 
ph geonadly age bag mccy tty agar Pl pe wad 
not shewn e yg ng from w may reap no 6 
advantage ; and it is to be hoped there will be a attendance 
henceforth. 

Law Srupenrs’ Dssatine Socrery.—March 22—Chairman, Mr. W. Van 
Sommer.—The subject for discussion ‘In an action for d 


founded on negligence, must the plaintiff prove, not only neg ce of the 
defendant, but also the absence of contributory negligence on his part?”’ 


Mr. J. M. McCarthy opened the debate in the affirmative, and wes supported 
by Messrs. W. H. Quarrell and J. J. Woolcombe. The — a. 

rted by Messrs. G. F. Berney, R. McNab, W. G. Hawtin, W. M. 
Woodhouse, C. 8. Magee, W. Mackenzie, and W. H. Ayson. After the 
opener had replied, the chairman put the question to the society, when it 
was negatived by a large majority. 

March 29—Chairman, Mr. Bateman Napier, LL.D.—A joint debate was 
held with the United Law Students’ Debating Society. subject for 
debate was: ‘‘ That it is the duty of the Government, whilst granting to 
Ireland all reasonable rem measures, strenuously to oppose any 
movement tending towards Home Rule and the repeal of the union, and 
for this purpose to firmly administer the existing law.” Mr. A. K. 
Common opened the debate in the affirmative, with whom also were 
Messrs. Stewart Smith, J. D. Crawford, Whitehouse, and J. C. Wheeler. 
Messrs. T. P. Rhys, H. W. Marcus, and C. Russell, jun., opposed the 
motion, which, when put to the two societies, was carried by a very large 
majority. 

April 19—Chairman, Mr. E. Todd.—Mr. T. B. N , LL D., opened 
the Saeaa: m mena by th or ure ae of the ee eee 
as originally pro e Government, are an remedy for 
the evils mK aaa to be removed.’’ Messrs. J. Lethriby, Cornelius 
Wheeler, O. A. Markham, and J. D. Crawford took part in the debate. 
The motion was carried. 


Brrurncuam Law Srvoznts’ Socrery.—March 29—Chairman, Mr. W. 
Showell M.A., LL.D.—The case of Thomas v. Quartermaine (ante, 
. 847) was the subject for discussion. Mr. J. N. Fuller, supporting the 
ecision of the Court of Appeal, argued that the facts of the case not 
shew that there was any ‘‘ defect in bard s-wg M &c., within the meanin: 
of the Act for which the ov could be made liable. Messrs. 0. 8S. 
Rayner, J. B. Scurrah, and A. H. Adcock followed on the same side. For 
the negative, Mr. V. G. Milward maintained that the case was governed 
be Aid Act, and that uently the case of Webdlinv. Ballard was a 
ding authority, and should secure a verdict for the plaintiff. He was 
supported by Messrs. F. 8. Pearson, W. J. Jeffery, A. O. Hayes, and the 
hon. secretary.. The chairman summed up the arguments on either side, 
and, putting the question to the meeting, the negative secured a majority 
of one vote. 

Preston anp Lancastze Law Srupsnts’ Socreties.—March 10—Chair- 
man, Mr. John Tomlinson, solicitor.—The case for argument was as 
follows :—‘' A testator who died in 1868 by 
year, gave a legacy in the following terms: 
for life. When 
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and in the course of his remarks said that the fourth rule in Edwards v. 
Edwards was overruled by 0’ Mahoney v. 

express direction to distribute in the pr 

favour of the Preston Society, that the fund, including the accrued share, 
would pass to OC. and D. 


April 1—Chairman, Mr. W. P. Park, J.P.—After the minutes of the 
last meeting had been read and , oa on the 
following motion: ‘‘ That the Parliamen’ franchise should be extended 
to women.”” Mr. W, Breakell opened the debate.on behalf 
mative, contending that, on the principle of natural justice and fairness, 
So eee ee of the women t to be allowed than hog 
‘arliamentary elections. Mr. G. An animated dis- 
cussion then followed on the Sbject tet folleting 2 members also taking 
part: Messrs. A. Bush, J. Barrowclough, and A. W. for the 
affirmative, and Messrs. J. Bell, T. B. Pie rag J. Cookson, and A. J. 


replied respectively, the chairman summed up the arguments adduced on 
each side, and then put the question to Sis nasetings when it was found 
that there were eight for the negative and five for the affirmative. 


Livgrproot Law Srupgnts’ Assoctation.—April 4—Chairman, Mr. R. N. 
Arkle.—Mr. F. J. Leslie, solicitor, read an int and instructive | in 
aper, entitled ‘‘ Copyholds: what they are and what have been.” 
ere were twenty-six members present. 


April 18—Ohairman, Mr. J. Oameron.—The subject for discussion was, 
‘‘That the case of Scott v. Sebright was ly decided, and ought not 
to be followed.” ‘The affirmative was. open by Mr. F. J. Priest, and 
the negative by Mr. A. G. Inglis. The following gentlemen took part in 
the discussion — viz., Messrs. Thornely, H. i. Davies, gap saan 
Moore, Lamb, Taylor, Brotherton, Ashworth, and Lloyd. The 
shortly summed up, and on the question being put to meeting, it was 
decided in the negative by a majority of nine. There were twenty-eight 
members present. 








LEGAL NEWS, 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Joun Yzomans, solicitor, town clerk of Sheffield, died at St. 
Leonards on the 8th inst. from congestion of the lungs, after a short 
illness. Mr. Yeomans was the eldest son of Mr. John Yeomans, of Shef- 
field, and was born in 1821. He served his articles with Mr. John Dixon, 
of Sheffield. He was admitted a solicitor in 1844, and he had for 
over forty years at Sheffield. He was formerly in with Mr. 
Francis Hoole, but for several years he had pesos, alone. In 1859 he 
was elected town clerk of the borough of » and he held that 
office until his death. Mr. Yeomans had come to London for the 
of attending the passing through Parliament of the Sheffield Water 
Bill. He caught cold, and went to the seaside for change of pays he 


became segsty worse, and died on Good Friday. Mr. Yeomans 
for several years a widower, and he leaves two sons and two daughters. ~ 


Mr. Henry Downe Barron, solicitor, of Exeter, died on the 15th inst., 
in his eighty-sixth year. Mr. Barton, who was one of the oldest solicitors 
in Devonshire, was born in 1802. He was admitted a solicitor in 1823, 
having served his articles in the office of Messrs. Terrell, Barton, & Smale, 
of Exeter, to whom the present Mr. Justice Field was afterwards articled. 
Mr. Barton afterwards became a member of the firm, but for the last few 
years he hed practised alone. He was a perpetual commissioner for Devon- 
ISDE, oe tha paatiog of the Menictpal Onegeaulian kar he toe tepeiien 
1835, on the g of the Mu was @ 
clerk aon magistrates for the city of Exeter, and he held that Phnce till 
his death. 


Mr. Henny Surru Lawrorp, solicitor (of the firm of Lawford, Water- 
house, & Lawford), of 28, Austin Friars, died at Brighton on the 22nd 
ult , in his seventy-second year. Mr. Lawford was the eldest son of Mr. 
Edward Lawford, of Beckenham, and was born in 1815. He was educated 










solicitor in 1830. 


Mr. Wriu1am Bewnerr Srasterorrx, 
[| momma mae 29 Oaths 
udicature. 


Mr. Louis Rovritarp, barrister, 
Advocate-General for the Colony of 
second son of Mr. John Rouillard, of 


Mr. J. Hexserr Tze, solicitor (of the firm of Ashley, 
Old Jewry, E.C., 
on, Solicitor to the 
. Tee was admitted a solicitor in 1880. - 
Mr. ee 
Supreme Court of 


solicitor, of Jewin-street, 
Ceneidenie' to administer 


ears associated partnership with Mr. James William W has been 
He had 


who is steward of the manor o! , and with Mr. Godfrey. 
a considerable Privy Council nn heey ee ee ee 
solicitor to the Secretary of State for India, to 
the Drapers’ ae: Mr. Lawford was married 

Mr. Launcelot Holland, of Beckenham, 

two daughters. 

Mr. Ricuarp Witsow Gamaze, Q.C., died suddenly at 
19th inst. Mr. Gamble was born in 1827. He wasan M.A., of 
College, Dublin. He was called to the bar at Dublin in 1851, and he be- 
came & Queen’s Counsel in 1868. He hak eae ee 
of quarter sessions and judge of county courts for 
Armagh and Louth. Mr. Gamble was a magistrate for 
e counties of Dublin and Louth. He was + member of the 
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Tho sepert of the Land Commission for England for 1886 states that the eaten Feb 2, 1886, by Master of Belle, Leds Justien Liedtey & Lipe— 


1,444 and of fresh applications 1,383, while no fewer than 34,000 letters 
and documents were received. 


According to the 34th report of the Charity Commissioners for England 

Wales, just issued, the board made 377 orders last year for the 

tment or removal of trustees, for the establishment of schemes for 
regulation of charities, or for vesting their real estate. 


J Edward Curteis, solicitor and ex-clerk to the East Stonehouse 
: who absconded from Plymouth in September last, leavin 
in the local board accounts of nearly £15,000, an 

arrested at Calcutta on New Year’s Day, was committed for trial 

phy on eleven charges of forgery, two of embezzlement, and 


At the Olerkenwell Police-court, on Wednesday, Frederick Holland, of 
Beech was summoned at the instance of the Incorporated 
that he did on November 5 and 13 wilfully and falsely 
solicitor, yn By the statute. Mr. Humphreys pro- 
Mr. Swaine def . It from Mr Humphreys’ 

statement and the evidence for the prosecution that in June last 
called upon James Betteridge, a greengrocer, of Liverpool- 
road, Islington, ae wished to eject a tenant named Smith from a house 


B 


ty, &8 
-e 


a 


he tigre He that he had been told Betteridge wanted legal assist- 
ance, he was to rer f out the ejectment proceedings. From 
what he said, was to suppose that the defendant was a 
solicitor, apd he at once him a guinea on account. Various | 


ridge paid to the defendantin all £18. The 
charged against the defendant were that he received 
on November 5 and £2 on November 13, which 
anid be paid in the belief that the defendant was a solici- 
arth that the proceedings proved abortive—in fact, Mr. 
phre; d, the action was premature, and in settlement of the pro- 
din, s Betteridge had to pay some £23. Mr. Swaine, in defence, said 
lendant had acted throughout as a solicitor’s clerk, he being in the 
of a solicitor, who really had carried out the proceedings. 

. “He remarked that he had never said so to Betteridge. Had 
done #0 he would have acted legally. Mr. Henry Hand then went into 
the witness-box for the defence. He said he was a solicitor, but was not 
Ft 2 a He produced his certificate for 1886. During last year 
was in his ment. In June the defendant introduced 
} ot Betteridge v. Smith, and alth he left the witness’s service in 
following September he carried out proceedings to the end. The 
defendant was now in the employment of another solicitor. Mr. Hosack 

imposed a fine of £5 in each case.— Times. 












COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURK. 
Rora oF ReciwTrars In ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Court Apprat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justi 
ch 0. 1. No. 2. ae Kay. sa — 
2 x Godfre r. 
aie & oe, i 
m 
Thursday .. 28 Lavie oe h 4 
Setardaye0 | Want ma. eee Boal 
. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ORTH. » 
, April....... _+ 5 Mr.2emberton Mr. Jackson Mr. Ward 
Agaenroee eceasuerees RB ome { 
eninootipodhipe bo. ] ackson ard 
sibinbentscmmaiess 3 Clowes ; ng 
Siacebselese icuoebeyores BD Pemberton Jackson Ward 
RE EES Clowes Koo 








COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1887. 


‘Nories.—Queen's Bench Final Appeals in Court {., and Chancery 
List) in Court 11., will be taken on the usual deys during 


om the second day (Wednesday), and as usual, every 
Wi the Sittin ,on F; 
cane gs. Appeals also, as usual, on Fridsys 

from the Lancaster Palatine Court (if any), which have b-en passed 
over oT BB taken in Court Ii.’ on Thurecay, Aprii 21st, 


and 
The & ‘with Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on days to be 

specially econ. ’ = 

APPEALS ror HEARING. 
(Set down to Wednesday, April 13th, inclusive.) 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

For Hearing. 
(General List.) 


1886 
Lod Camegs ¥ Mayor, & of Burslem appl of pltf from judg of V C Bacon 





Societe Generale de Paris v Dreyfus Bros & Co of defte Dreyfus Bros & Co, 

Mr "Pearson, dated. 26° March 1886 April 1 (8 0, 
Jane 13) 

1886. 
In re W Coulton, deo v Elliott app of J B Green & anr from order of 
Mr Justice Pearson, dated 12 April, 1886 (restored by order) 

ee ee ee nt part of order of Mr 
Justice Chitt; J ce tage Aug 27 
In re Herbert , deo v Sugg app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated 1, 1886 Deo 7 
Lever & Co ¥ Goodwin Broa app of dfte from jdgt of Mc Justices Chitty, dated 


Deo 2, 1886 Dec 14 

Frail v & anr of dft H G Chandless from jdgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated 17'Nov, 1886 14 

Waddell v Fane spp of A J Russell & ors from refusal of mota by Mr Justice 
North, dated'26 Nov, not to draw up order on farcon Dec 16 
Biecos v Jackson app of Attorney-Gen from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated Aug 
9,1 refusing to vary Chief Clerk’s Certificate Sept 2 

Biscoe v Jackaon app of dfts Rachel Atkinson, widow, and ors from order of 
Mr Justice Kay, dated Nov 9, 1886 Deo 17 

In re the Ebs:shardt Co Id and Co's Acts app of E H Tamplia and ors exors of 
RT from refusal of Mr Jastice Kay, dated Nov 30, 1886. Dec 17 

In re Chas Muffett, dec Jones v Macon app of pits from refusal of Mr Justice 
Chitty, dated Nov 29, to vary Chief C 6 Certificate Dec 21 

Hell» Bromley app of pits from jdgt of Me Justice Kekewieh, dated; Deo 18, 

{ 

Harris vy Brooke app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Deo 

1886 Dec 30 


Francis v Willson app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated Dao I1,, dis- 
chi order for Deo 3t 


Is re Bitenbeth Douglas, deo Obert v Barrow app of dft from order of Mr Justice 
Kay om-far con, dated 4 Aug, 1886 Jan 7 

Jones ¥ Baldock app of dft William Rath»one from jdgt of Mr Justice Chitty, 
dated 22 July, 1886 Jan8 

In re W Nation, dec Nation vy Hamilton app of plt from jdgt of V C Bacoz, 
dated 20 Jan, 1886 Jan 20 

v Lake app of dft W Lake from order of Mr Justice Kay, datei 25 

Nov, 1886, on summons to vary Cnief Clerk’s Certificate Jan 20 

Thomas vy Doughty app of.dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Pearson, dated 16 Marcd, 
1886 Feb 2 (Security ordered 2 a 

ras — ; app of pit from order of Mr Justice Kay on far con, dated 9 Dec, 

e 

Metzlers (exore) v Chappell app of exors of Chappell from order of Mr Justice 
Chitty, dated 19 Nov, 1986, disallow ne items in account Feb 5 

Reatey = Bae app of plt from jdgt of Mr Justice Kekewieh, dated 1 De:, 

In re The Northumberland Avenue Hotel Co ld (Fox, Braithwaite and Sally’s 
oath app of pita from refusal of Mr Justice Chitty, dated. 25 Jam, 1887 


Ia re Hodson & Howes Contract (Freehold House at Hornsey) V & P Ach, 1874, 
& Conv A re app. of W from order of Mr Justics North, dated 9 


Batthy any-Strattman, dec Battbyany-Strattman v Walford & ors 
app of dft Aune Smith from of V C Bacon, dated 12 Aug, 1886 Feb 19 
Kelly ¥ Stevees & ors app of dft L B Stevens from order of Mr Justice Chitty 
on fur com, dated 13 Deo, 1886 Feb 21 
ms Ls - l app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 31 Jan 
e 
Nathan Newman & Co v Pinto & Sons app of dfts from judgt of Mc Justice 
Kekewich, dated 17 Feb, 1887 Feb 23 
In re Avery’s Patent, No. 6938, A D. 1885, and Trade Marks Act, 1883 app of 
rs from refusal of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 28 Feb, 1887, to revoke respt 
indssy’s Patent Feb 23 
Pepe natn y tea eap aay Gam jalyiel VS Aha, See 15 Feb, 1886 
e 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATB, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISIONS. 


For Judgment. 

Henderson v Mersey Dock Harbour Board of dfte from jadyt of Me 
Justice Mathew at trisi in Middlesex (ca v Jan Master of Rolls & 
Lords Justices Bowen and Fry) 

é For Hearing, 

Baroness Wenlock & aor vy River Dee Co appl of defts oa ee Baron 
Huddleston at trial hd 9 May, 1883, by Master of Holle Lords Justices 
Cotton and Bowen—S 0 till prin rn aa ro 

oie) ee ere a from judgt of 
Mr Justice Lopes at trial at Liverpool (heard July 26, 1886, by Master of Rolls 
and Lords Justices Bowen Hupecslocenbe to Slater tetas tebe ‘en, exbinans 


from judgt of Justice Grove at trial in Miédicsex 
Messenger Vv app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice A L Smith at trial 
at Carlisle Nov i 


Huat v The P. Vi of pit from of Mr Justice Denman at 
tial ia Middiwex Nov 18 (eouny fs ter 
v of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wille at trial in 


et ei emer da ppa.of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Maniaty at 
ere Co app of pits from judgt 
uv 


ES 
i 
Ih 
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Gapp v Bend epp of pit from jadgt of Mr Justice Matton ob telah in Mien 


The Cape of Gooll Hope B 1d am, Rowse = of dfts from judgt of 
Ms Tootion Mathew ot tel fo Middlonss Deo a5 ; 
Runcieman vy Ellis “tpt fom Jodgt of Mr Jasin Hawbionat tll 


enigma 8 
> iano ann, of Gath from judgt of Mr Justice Denman at 


Seton, Laing, & 
trial in Middlesex with o ju 

Kaye & orev Chubb & Sons Bafo end Lock Co id app of afte from judgt of 
Mr Justice Mathew at trial in Middlesex Dec 18 

Sobulze & Co y The Great Eastern Ry Co app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Day at ree bec Middlesex Dec 21 cuit 

Carmichael Mutual Indemnity Assoc app 

oda tom judg ot Tastom AL Sth Wile on aged om Des 21 

Haunt v Great Eestern Ry Co app of pit from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice 
at trial with a jury in Middlesex Jan 10 

aur app of pit from rr ER Cicer e 


t ajery Jan ll 
Pc a & Co & Dorman, Long, &Co vy Avery & ors, s.s. Chad- 
Houston & Co Ta patel st Me Duotion Dare st 


hae ra 


gro a v Wim 


trial of Load Chikees a yah an 13 
of, dc, of Lopdon v Bleke (Surveyor of 
Texes) v The Mayor, &c, of London (Q B Revenue 
eten Demesand 


pe by J Hawkins on case stated by 

an 

Pommery & anr v Apthorpe (Surveyor of Taxes Q B Revenue Side) appol 
Pommery Fae Bp of Feaies Denman and Hawkins om case stated 
by Income Tax Commrs Jan 17 

Tone v Sap opp of 5 pit from ~~ Me Jastice Grantham at tria at Leeds 

t a 

Harding v The M yor, do, of King’s of defte from judgt of Baron 

P without a jury ia lievex "Pes 


ollock 8 

Waller v The Hectoee hnaaeae Insurance Co, 7 a defts Some Fulah ot 
Mr Justice Cave at trial at Newoastle-on-Tyne wi re pp Hy 

Darrant v Holdsworth & sar ave of pit from judgt of ustice Mathew at 
trial without a jury in Middx 

Caaning v Turner & anr app of pit "9 jadgt of Mr Justice Day at trial at 

Newcastle-on-Tyne with a jury Feb 1 


Calvert v Lloyd app of pit from jadgt Ce Mr Jussice A L Smith at trial at 
aR aI ws Nasi sb seer apn Hele 
lo om 

at trial in Middx without a j * eb 17 

bit -44--y aes of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Denman at trial at Croydon 

a jury 

ee, arte spp of plt frou jadgt of Baron Pollock of trial without «jury ta 

Fison & Cov Brabyn app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham at trie] at 
Ipswich without eajury Feb 17 

Ship Bertha (claim for loss of life) Selletrom & ors v Bristol Steam ein 
app of pla rom jadgt of Mr Justin But, dated Mar 28 Feb 18 (with- 
out assessors—S “pentes soul to Benes of Lent ‘otis 

Mac Iver and ora v Iver oo of oe | erate dip ccs. ether 

at trial at Li ol without a jury 

suip Sara (claim aby master) Baker v The 0 a eee 
veners) ae gt of Mr Justice Butt, dated oT Feb 14, 4 i887 eb os 
assessors 

remit fury hs of ce from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen, at trial at Cardiff 
* te 

Lishman v ~ hy er sep Mr Justice Cave, at trial at New- 
castle-on-Tyne with a special jury Feb bi 

cs eluates Covd en & Co at eee: 

Justice A L Smith, at trial at Livepen waneat 

Attwells v Blows & anr app of dft B Troms jade of Me Si Testice Day, at trial 
in Middx without jar ar 8 

A Jones & Co, id v Whitaker Se id as from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen, at 
trial in Middx withoat emt Mar 

Teckeaes oe ot pit rom adgt of Mr Tanton Pil, at teal at Not 

ar 

The to and Geaeral Assurance oo of pit Co from judgt 
cg oe —e 

Pearman v Bardett- Coutts app of pit part aa  jadgt of Mr Jastice Grove, 
at trial as to costs Mar 15 

Smith v Hobbs app of dft from order of Justices Cave and Wills on apecial case 
and judgt thereon Mar 17 

HIGH COURT 01 OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


Eastsr Ea 1887. 
(Set down to Wednesday, Agetl Tash! 
own 
Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will Lo no 
in the Easter Paper. 


Causes with aod without ‘Witnesses wil be taken by 2 Mr. Justice Key on 
the sone: Seencaee ia the order as Book. 


uit Seaton Ooty will tak tee Witness Ganaee 0g the tolleting’ days, vie.i— 
vale ustice ‘North will take Witness Censes on dags to be named by 


ee Justice Stirling oe on ea Cause uatil 
Sepeien eolen | Gey S's in Chambers on every ating the 


Sittings, 

Mr, nike Out Boe order as they 

stand Ia the Canso Book. rane ton, in eines 
Adjourned § as follows :—Mr. Justice fotga, trop 


aE 
a Ee Ee 


N.Be Ms, Santon Marth will tekp 
ce a 





Before Mr. Justice Currry. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses) 


In re WS dec 
Albery y Broadbent m fj pt hd with 1 Fanpter far eer) fur cea 
"tnd New Goes ais aC fe ila Deion: 
» Now .. , ‘Gharles ; v 
Cesena ee *SWON SON notin tees ar coe 





In re 

ween ot 

Inve Ort ‘Beak cs ss We : 
Wm : a atthe ate 

ue 


- ean wage Marine Non-witness Causes, Sam- 
oni, euler es tj st) GOMerD) 
Venn v act v na 

lv Lamb echastm fj wits ine 

7 Deakin <a hi me Vteiiey 
Eden v Deskia 

‘elfer Harbour 
a Ni Fin ioe tate te Be 
Bardicy v Kaight act Peg a 
a Noationel Baak x " under sect 153 5 
ft 

iibtens acto caghs ai In re at mf) vay Sin) iby 
ano ak ob Renee s: Cais hae -_ of will) adj smas 

i; In re Mary Keoyon, dec Maun ¥ 

Further Considerations. adj emoe 


oe Johus»n Joheson v Hooley lee etl 

In re F & J Willime Willieme ¥ | [In ve Capital Fire nese Assos, 1d oj 
Stratton Stratton v Williams fer sum parte Peoria) . 
con In re. Gaapman a Solr aijd 

Marsland v Hole far com & a@j smns sumns A 

Ce | Ea Ceylsp &: Coe Whidap Bureun tom 1 ange erly 
ton ¥ ; 

Tn pa Jenn Robete v Thomas 


Aienel See: 

Nicholls v Nicholle (amended) festored | sdjdenmn 8 O June? 
1am Branko Island Co & Co’s Acts 
a Howatson Patent Farnave Co, ld 
& Co’s 


Acts Settled Land 
In re Chas Britten’s Policy Moneys, do | for life adjdeumes 
In re Lap Webp v ; 
Inve Betting Richards Pasteldge | In re B ideo Thomas # 
re Vv re Svan 
Magnus v : ; Gihttks tas con (ehor’) 
In re The Gutnea Coast Gold Mining | In re Roberts, dec Roberts ¥ Robers 
Co, 1d & Co's Acts 4 farcon 
In re Hall & Newbold & V & P Act In re M 
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In re Same (appla of Deft E. Crofton) | In re Rhodes Rhodes v Wroe fur con Before Mr. Justice Kuxzwicu. 


ty 
if 


Grade Trane Co la 


Koapp v Bennett act 
Bennett v Knapp act 
apmen fesue for trial 
Poplar Dist Bd of Works 


i 


— 
= 
i 


Be 
: 


4 
a3 
B 


Causs for Trial (without witnesses) 


and Adjourned Summonses” (Classce 
So. 


vireland act 
In re Crawford Myers v Crawford adj 


ere v Kin pr ones 
= ! 

Imbert Terry v Carvir | ees 
In re Wileon ChapmanvChick adj 


Inre Mackay Boothv Wright adj 
In se Kurtz Layton v Kurtz adj 
In re Bennett Ch-eaman v March 
smns 


Webb, & Cov Tennant act 
In re Craven Craven v Taylor adj 
sumns 


is 


Ia reJ Maas Meas v Mass adj sumns 
1ireV-rnon Vernon v Vernon adj 


ns 

I.reJ Emmons, E Em: f 
re mmone vy Emmons f c 

is re Robinson, v Robinson 
f c sestored 


c 
Inre Toorpe Vipont v Radcliffe fur 


con 
In re J Wardle, deo Wardle vy Wardle 
far con 

Inse Hives Coney v Hives fur con 


In re Daly v Dely far con 
Ia 7. ae © som Ae v Brook 


i 
sf 
: 
5 


pl 
e G Ben 
— (ovary TM errs. 
Alfred Bey fus & Philip Beyfus 
* Petenen Dok Usuotune, 


re J Davie’s 


Charity, &o. 
¢ Foncier «f England Id v 


In re T. Aons Anns v Clarke Gaant- 
lett v Vlark 

In reR. N. Cunningham & Co ld & 

se be nea Christieoa v Bol 

a re v Bolam 

Te & Bryett & V & P Act, 


Ia re Gent Davis v Harris 
oS J Collings’s Settlement & 8 L 


ct 

In re Imperial Land Co of Marseilles 
& Co’s Acts, 1862 & 1867 

In re W Eley, one, &o. 

In re J J Faulkner, one, &c (taxn) 

In re Association of Land Financiers 
ld & Co’s Acts 

In re W Eley, one, &o 

In re E P Montega Montagu v Hob- 


son 

In re Commercial Bank of South Aus- 
tralia & Co’s Acts 

Tn re Wyatt Wyatt v. Phear 

In re Taylor Jones v Taylor 

In re Association of Financiers 
ld & Co’s Acts 

In re Bowes Strathmore v Vane 

In re Docksey Docksey v Webb 

“2 Sebright, Bart and Settlei Lani 

ot 





Before Mr. Justice StrrLine. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Bacon v Camphansay act 
Leeds Estates Building &c Co v Shep- 
herd act 
Sheppard v Gilmore act 
In re Greenhill Greenhill vy Lovibond 


act 
Reynolds v Seeley Seeley v Reynolds 
act 


Grimmer v Chapman Heweteon v 
Grimmer act 

Biggs v Hard act 

Foulkes v Jeffryes act 

Li v Haines act 

in re Gray, McMillan vy Gray act 
and v Grimwade iesue for trial 

Miles v Fox act 

Jones v Gehrke act 

Lee v Neuchatel Asphalte Co, 1d act 

Wallen v Dick'nson act 

Cole v Stead act 

Poilard v Catt act 

Sonnenschein v Barnard and aor act 

Brovking v Mandslay, Sons & Field 


act 
Croslegh v Dando act 
Roots v Williamson act 
In re Stothard Whitehead v Lofthouse 
act 
Maclver v Maciver act 
Eiwyn v Baldock act 
In re Paine Paine v Paine act 
Birmingham, &c, Bwking Co v Koss 


act 

South Wales Mineral Ry Co v Davis 
act 

Taylor v Salmon act 

Eves vE:es act 

Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 

In re Meynell Holmes v Meynell 
issue of fact 

In re Trufort Trafford y Blanc act 

Chamberlin v Taylor act 

Locke v Dunlop act 

~~ vCkmishaw act 
ulver v Ridgwey m fj 

Meldola ¥ Carvallio a 

Webster v Mayor, &c, of Tenby act 

Molver v Hill act 

In re Wailes Waiks v Wailes spcl 
case 

Mann v Trevenen act 

Knaresborovgs, &c, Building Co v 

act 


schme e 
Ia re Earl of Datham Earl Grey v 
Earl of Darham act 
In re Ioficld Inficli v Martia act 
v Freeman act 
v Moleish m fj 
Sheldon v Bayley m f j 


Farther considerations. 
In re Wood Wood vy Wood fur con & 


two smns 

In re Bethell Bethell v Hildyard far 
con & emns 

Bayley v Edgson fur con 

In re Barker Barker vy Barker fur o.n 

In re Blundell Blundell vy Blundell fur 
con & smns 





Andrews v City Permnt Bldg Soc far 
con 


ed Summenses. 

ir gn AA leming v Brisley 

a re Bri gv 
Ia re Brisley, Fleming v Brisley 

In re Stewart, Colville v Hammond 
Salwey v Salwey 
Re Sparks and Wigan, &o 
Ia re W H Cooper, Cooper v Cooper 
In re Wintov, Dean v Winton 
In re E Atkioson, Hindson v Bird 
Garnham v Skipper 
In re J B Phelps, Pester v Phelps 
In re Jobn Reeder, Rawlios v Page 
Nanny v Morgan 
— Kemp & Wyatt& V & P Act, 

‘4 


In re G Taylor, Taylor v Taylor 

In re Thompson, Stevens v Thenens 

In re Sidney Collerd, Withall vy Neame 

Dallison v Howitt 

In re Ludolf Dobren v Ludolph 

Io re Piner Bowland vy Parr 

Bidder v Bridges 

In re Fiske Baker v Holden 

In re Murrey’s Estate Dickson v 
Murray expte Jas Young 


Coneng Sor Se Se witnesses). 
Dodd v Brown act & smns 

Webb v St John’s Gas Co act 

Ia re Evan Jones Jones v Willia s 


act 
Mileham v Tibbete act 


Transferred from Justices Cuxitrr, 
Norgts, & Srieie, for Tria! «rc 
Hearing only—by Order, dated N »v 


24, I 
Ia re Maudsley Maudsley vy Hoge: 
act 


Attorney-Gen v Met Ry Cold act 
Real Property Trust id vw Harris:2 


act 
Nash v Hayward act 
Smethurst v SirC. Lindsay & Co 11 


act 
Met Dist Ry Co v Met Dist Joint Cm 
Dai ete 7 amoenths Equity L 
ake o v ty w 
Life &: Soc act % 
Young v Greenfield act 
Midland Rv Co v Micklethw:it a.‘ 
Carter v Walle act 
In re M Watson Watson v Danc:a 


act 
James v Pearless & Son act 





Ia re Murray’s Estate Dickson v 


Murray expte Heavysides & anr Transferred from Justises Noxrn, 
In re Murray’s Estate expte Jane Curry, and Strain, for trial or 
ead hearing only—by Order, da'ei 2/nd 

In re Pagh Banting v Pugh January, 1887. 


Welle v Hemmer act 


In re Tanner Gardiner v Frost 
In re Crésswell Daniel v Cresswell Fraser v Province of Brescia Steam 
Trams Co, 14 act 


(The whole of the above lists are to be continued.) 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


The following arrangements have, by order of the Masters of the Queen's 
Bench Division, been made for the hearing of summonses before them during 
the Easter sittings—viz., in the division A to F all applications by summons 
or otherwise in actions assigned to Sir Frederick Pollock (late senior 
Master) are to be made returnable before the Master in Chambers in the 
division in which they are properly returnable. All applications by summons 
or otherwise in actions to Master the Hon. R. Butler under these 
letters are te be made returnable before him in the O to Z division. All 
applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned to the lute 

aster Romilly are to be made returnable before the Masters in Cham- 
bers in the division in which they are properly returnable. In the division 
G to N all applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned to 
Master Kaye are to be made returnable before him in his own room, No. 
181, at 11.30, on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. All applications 
in actions assigned to r Walton are to be made Bi adhe. before 
him in his room, No. 174, at 11.30, on Mondays, Wednesdays, and 
Fridays. All applications in actions assigned to Master the Hon. R. Butler 
under these letters are to be made returnable before him in chambers O to Z 
division. O to Z division.—All applications by summons or otherwise iu 
actions assigned to Master Manley-Smith are to be made returnable before 
him in his room, No. 114, at 11.30 on Tuesdays, Thursdays and Satur- 
days. The parties concerned are to meet in the ante-room of Masters’ 
Chambers and the summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the 
day after the summonses to be heard before the Master sitting in Cham- 
bers, and will be called over by the attendants on the ve rooms 
for a first and second time at 11.30, and will be dealt with the Master 
as if returnable at Chambers. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gagette.—Fetpay, April 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
tN CHANCERY. 


Apam Eyton, Luwtrep.—Petn for winding Mir presented March 31, directe’ to 
be heard before North, J.,.on April 23. & Miller, Sherborne lane, solors 


for petoers 
BricHTon Music Hatt Co, Liwrrep.—Petn for winding up, presented April 13, 
cuore se a heard before Stirling, J.,on April 23. Whitfield, Finsbury pave- 
ment, solor for 
mrect Meat Suppiy, Luwirep.—Creditors are required, on or before May 16. to 
names and addresses, and 


to Frederic George Painter, 2, Morgate ia Wetncoday, tie ee nae 
. 8 . » & ’ 

is pointed for learing aud cljuliientiag upon the Gobte end ciainas 
EQurradLe PiatTe Guass InsURANCE Co, LIMITED.—Creditore are uired, on 
or before April 29, to send their names and addresses, and the of 
their debts or claims, to James Durie Fatale, 21, 86 @within's iene. T . 
judicating upon the debts and 


May 10, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 

Rro Canis Jet Mrygs Co, Liwrrep.—Petn for up, } poe ga April 5, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on April 23, rd & Hood, Brabant ct, 
Philpot lane, solors for petners 


UNIVERSAL Contract CORPORATION, LuurreD.— Petn for winding ap: presented 
yg Rh ecianes & Hood, 

E. San Seman Menthe Ange Netlist Leet A 18 
AND-IN-. 

Worm woop Sonuss AND MILLBANK Prisons MUTUAL BENEFIT er. Worm- 
wood Scrubs Prison. April 13 


London Gasette.—TuEsDaY, April 19. 
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April 23, 1887. 
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JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


In CHANCERY. 
iTIsH _BuRMAH LEAD -rTED.— Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
i, ged feds magaes and adremes, end ay 1%, is appointed 
to 8, ° 
hearing and adjudicating Noon tha Oebte and ian 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. “ 
lente Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.— TUESDAY, ¥. Aped 12. 
Basxme, Daven, Y ee Crosland, York, Farmer. June 12. Layoock & Qo, 
Breor, RIcHARD WHITE, Swansea. May 18. Beor & Plant, Swansea 


Dove, Jous, Revaawts st, Russell sq, Lodging house Keeper. May 10. Bond, 
ege 
EizaBEerTu, Bodelwyddan, Flintshire. May 14. Liew Roe-Browne, Rhyl 


Farr, WILLIAM, Portsdown rd, u Mette Vale, Doctor of Medicine. May 31. 
Finsbury «‘ 


ae. Hon ~ i ‘ouse, May oodhouse 
F: - y SoS Putney: 5. Wi & Co, 
ew 
Frost, Guanine, Canterbury cottages, Leyton, Gent. May 12. Edwards, St 
Hatton, Tans, Little Portland st, Oavendish sq, Corn Dealer. May 14. Justice, 
Bernard st Russell sq 
Parsons, EvizabneTu, Thurnby, Leicester. July 9. Berridge & Miles, Leicester 


RUS JaMES, May Musical Instrument Seller. May 18. Allen & Son, 
e 

RUTHERFORD gD, Witt, «Vauxhall Bridge rd, Surgeon-General. May14. Ronald- 
son, 

SKELTON, WILLIAM, South Stockton, Yorks, Ship Carpenter. May 18. Kindler, 
Stockton on Tees 

KYNNERSLEY. yng Wr114M Syeyp, Ascot, Clerk in Holy Orders. June 1. 
Challinor 

TOreae. Wr11aM, Wallgate, Wigan, Licensed Victualler. May 2. Wilson, 


Wa e Naprome CHARLES, Nicholson rd, Heeley, Gent. April 30. Taylor, 
0. 
Wags, Savane, Torridon, Reigate, Doctor of Medicine. May 10. Sharp, 
Woop, James CrEicTon, Powis sq, Notting Hill, Major General. June 6. 
Bridgman & Co, Chester 
Londm Gasette,—FRIDAY, April 15. 
nee Harriet, Church Stretton, Salop. June %. Marston & Sons, 
udiow 
Bripees, Betaras, Winchcombe, Gloucester. May 381. Smith Wood, Winch- 
combe, Cheltenbam 
nemees WriaM, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Farmer. June 14. Holyoake, 


Ounviauny, JULIA BrEssanp De, Tonbridge, Kent. May 20. Nisbet & Daw, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Cowarp, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Lunhr m rd, Norwood, Gent. May6. Burton & 
Uo, Lincoln’s inn fields 

CROWTHER, JosHUA, Southport, Gent. June 4. Sale & Co, Manchester 

Deacon, Henry Tuomas, Plaistow, Essex, Barge Owner. June 1. J A & HE 
Farnfield, Lower Thames st 

Evan, Janes, Hemsworth, York, Commission Agent. May 14. Watts & 

tehing, Scar borough 

E1107, RoBERT, Denmark bill, Camberwell, Doctor of Medicine. June 14. 
=a & Co, Fenchurch at 

Haxrret, FRANCES, Cadogan st, Chelsea. June 15. Wrentmore, Bedford row 

ree oe Aston, Warwick, Coal Dealer. May 7. Spurgeon Blackham, 


FREsHWATE®, Franois, Welwyn, Hertford, Draper. May 8. Price & Son, 

Trvo. 

Hat, WILLA, Birmingham, Merchant’s Manager. May 5. Wood & Soa, 

Hawes, Himaeer, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. May 81. Birch & 

Hicenvs, WILLIAM, Faversham, Gent. May 17. Tassell & Son, Faversham 

Horsitzy, Ann, Hoylake, Chester. May 30. Tweddle, Liverpool 

Honnge, Gorse. 1éstie Leigh, nr Northwich, Chester, Farmer. June 1. A & 
J E Fietcher, Northwich 

JO} eS EDWARD, Wilmslow, Chester, Stockbroker. May 31. Cunliffe & 


Manchester 
_ . HENRY, ee. Bartolo st, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent. May 12. Keeping & 
‘ug, Stran 
” Epwakp MatTHEws, Culkerton, Gloucester, Farmer, May 14. 
Mullings & Oo, Cirencester 
Lavi, « JouN, Duniace rd. Clapton pk, Gent. May 31. Whittington & Oo, 


Bishopsgate st Without 
MrppLEMORE, WiL114M, Edgbaston, Warwick. June 2%. Morton & Co, Bir- 


mingham 
oes, Tuomas, Bradford, Labourer. June 1. Moore, Hustlergate, 


AgrrTHour, Leatherhead, Grocer. May 14. Phillips, Leatherhead 


Ronson, Wri11aM, Seaton Delaval Hall, Northumberland, Builder. June 4. 
Brown, Newvastie upon Tyne 
ates Mary OreErtT, stoke, Devon. May 31. Trefusis Smith & Benett, 
vonport 
SprrEntT, Marky ANN, Fareham. May 31. Stening, Portsea 
Tomas, Jonn, Cardiff, Glamorgan. May 25. Morris & Son, Cardiff 


Wuirz, Epwarp Marsnatt, Park cres, Brighton, Gent. May 27. Rogers, 


Parliament s 
Woop, Jamszs, Faversham, Brewer's Storekeeper. June1. Johnson, Faversham 


Wericut, StepHen Petrro Henry, Glenorchy, Tasmania. May 22. Hicks & 
Son, Gray s-inn-square 








Novices TO CREDITORS UNDER TRUSTEES RzeLier Act, for insertion in the 
London Gasette or any pewene r, siould be sent to Harrison and Sons, Pub 
lishers London Gasette, 45,  iapaeegeasasiteh ‘The Gazette is published every 
Tuesday and Friday. ADT 

W anerann $0 Speunbens aD PURCHASERS — Lanes Sane pens 
or renting a house ve © Sanitary 
expert from The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co.,1 w 
mirster (Estab. 1875), whe anes undertake the Ventilation of &e. .) 

os on NORMAN & Stacey's System; No ; 1,2, or 3 years cr ; 

Offi oR eG. ; “ 


ces, ? at 121, 
Stal SW & 9. Liverpool-st.. Goods deli f 5 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRiDAY, April 15. 
RECEIVING 


. Bolton, Pet April 1. Ord April 18 
_ Haney, Chiseldon, Wilts, Farmer. Swindon. Pet April 13. Ord 

pee nr Bradford, Oream Choose Dealer. Bradford. Pet 
once Sale fapping, Wharfinger. High Court. Pet April. Ord 
pare 6 eager amtnigpege ice High Court. Pet April 13, 
eae RTHER, Thorndon, Suffolk, no ocoppation. Ipswich. Pet Feb #8. 
cnsvett ian emmy, ae Cambridge. Pet April 18. Of 
Drsor, Jnces, Eowns, Duke st, Manchester eq, Licensed Victualler, High 


nro ges adeeb Mabe Burton on Trent. Pet 
ae Ort apres on Trent, Nurseryman. Burton on Trent. Pet April 

a, Wyle Cop, Shrewsbury, Hotel Keeper. Shrewsbury. Pet 
oansAt otal on yen th Neweastle on Tyne. Pet April 13, 
Gxrorct, Franx, Lambeth wa’k, Cheesemonger. High Court. Pet Feb 9. Ord 


Orns, Causcas, Willesborough, Kent, out of business. Canterbury. Pet April 
HOO« Asian Kxxrox, Gt Grimsby, Butcher. @t Grimsby. Pet Aprils. 
Juntaeen. Youn Wut1aM, Epworth, Lincolnshire, Draper. Sheffield. Pet 


Supp Witt Contras Draper. Oasabridge. Pet April 12, Ord April i3 

ane a Wm Nagesag etpengennyg Kingston on Hull. Pet 
Norton, anaes, Lees Carmarthen, Florist. Caroiff. Pet March 18, Ord 
Pavt, aeiise Havey Peezence, Baker. Truro. Pet Apiil 1%. Ord April 12 
Audenshaw, Lancashire, Grocer. Manchester. Pet April 13, 


so eee a Osten te se Gt Grimsby, Pet April 
138, Ops anes 8 


Wa1acs, James, Sunderland, Builder. Sunderland. Pet April1s. Ord April 13 
Warp, EDWARD Fours, Bashaull, Stafientyhion, Devers. Stafford. Pet April 5. 


wae’ ILLIAM, High st, Poplar, Leatherseller. High Court. Pet 
woos, Ord ape ~ 4 st, Caledonian rd, out of employment. High 
Court, Pet April 1.” Ord April 18 


a Ww Narrow 
Wm, rhage Bight boan Bee agate. Gat aga” Anenenee 
in the 
The following amended notice subettintel fox that pubiiched 
Back, ALEXANDER, Oxford, Agent. Oxford. Pet March6. Ord March 19 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Banuerr, Huwny. West Hanney, nr Wantage, Baker. April 26 at 11.30. Off Reo, 
Bap, Jauns Tuomas, Clacton on Ses, Plumber. Apri] 22 at 10. Townhall 
mn 5 pimapkenn amg meine April 27 at3. 16, 
ond 
LigsH, WALTER James, Crescent Alexandra Ww 3 
eee Cmmaaiseon Agent. April 22 at a See aa, Se bwithio’s 
JOSEPH, Maker. 22 at2.9. Off 
Bram, Joure, f, Ashby go Zouch, Cabinet April Reo, 
Fisuzr, W Hornioglow Staffordshire, Nurseryman. April 22 at 
‘Shrewsbury, Hotel Keeper. April #7 at 1145. Law 
sue perme td spe bn gn sat meen > 


eae»: off St James’s 
Franxs, JouN, Leicester, Corn Factor. April 2¢at12. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
JounN, Smith. 2 at 11.90, Off Pink 
Garson, Joum, easily on Tyas April Ree, | 


Graass, Caanian Tuoetap, £ b Conticld nt, Baling, Gent. April 22 ati. 16Room, 
Guns, Hani, Willesborough, Kent, out of business. April2 at3. Off Rec 
GoRING, West Brighton, Grocer. April $2 at 12. Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 
Hassayenen, |& Bradford, Boot Maker. April @ at 11. Off Rec, 31, 
Manor row. ‘ 
. or 
ens ons ead ce April 22 at 10.30. Reo, 31, 
Hawaine, Bradford, Wool Merchant. Apr 2% at11. Off Reo, 31, Manor 
Hu, JouN, Smethwick, Staffs, Grocer. Apr 2 at 10 45. County Court, Oldbury 
Huczo0a2, Cuartzs Henry, Taverpecl, Mastuse. Apr 29 at 3. Off Reo, 35, View 
Liwsnn WATS uth elds, Licedsed Vietusller. Apr 2006 10.0. Of 
Mosse "tusmas WeLhvoel, Moat , Aipr 26 at 1, Off Rec, Lisnid'oes 
mony one oceans Apr 28 at 11.15. Pquirre) Hotel, 
Thutase, Piddletrenthide, Dorset, Carpenter. Apr 28 at 12.80, 
| Apr 25 at 11.45, Castle Hotel, Neath 
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a ,. Wallsend, Northumberland, Joiner. Apr 27 at 10.30. Off Rec, 

lane, Newecastle on 

Sroppart. RoBERT Simson, , Saddler. Apr 27 at 12. Off Rec, 34, Fisher 
pavers, comm Arty, Dorchester, Auctioneer. Apr % at8. Antelope Hotel, 


‘Wantace, ALEXANDER, Colchester, Physician. Apr 27 at 11. Townhall, Colchester 
Weg. goenen, eres Bingley, Yorke, Labourer. Apr 22 at 12. Off Ree, 


> geist Bens 
Buives; Mantua Ann, Bury, Dresemaker. Bolton. Pet April 13. Ord April 18 


. WILLIAM FisuER, Rockell's ter, Fepeet 3D Mee Manager to Provision 
lant. High Court. Pet, March 2. pril 18 
gy bh i = Gabe, Bradford. Pet 


nr Brad 
ane apell 3. ea 
Conargs,, 4ataus. ry bn Gkcrntcn, Suffolk, no occupation. Ipswich. Pet Feb 28. 
one Ercues, Ely, Saddler. Cambridge. Pet April 13. Ord 
Dopaz, a Alaee. West Coker, S: mersetshire, Baker, Yeovil. Pet April 6. 
Ord April 13 
Dunw, Ropert 


tf. Ord Ape? Lowestoft, Suffolk, Grocer. Great Yarmouth. Pet 
Dyson. E Puke Manchester sq, out of business. h Court, 
"Pet Apri . Pork april as ie 


sam ty usa Ha, a 4 rd, Hackney, Cabinet Maker. High Court. 
pril 6. Ord April 13 


ee achine Suwy MARGRAVE, and ARTHUR WELLINGTON PrATy, Wenlock rd, 
Wile Cop, hire Pet Jan 21, Ord April 7 
honey W. Cop, Shrewsbury, Hotel Roeper. ieedvary. Pet 


. W chr eee Norfolk, Dissenting Minister. Norwich. 


Regus, Baye y HEpeMan. Laurieton rd, South Hackney, Olerk. High 

: Pot Mi arch 22. y Ord Apri 

Mawes, Auqazn, Great Grimsby, Watchmaker. Great Grimsby. Pet March 
29. A 


Heromocs, AnrauE Ku Kenyon, Great Grimsby, Butcher. Great Grimsby. Pet 
me Jone Wossax, Epworth, Lincolnshire, Draper. Sheffield. Pet 


Jupp, %, Gonbrblae f Draper. Uambridge. Pet Aprilé. Ord April 18 
Net Ont Apr Grove rd, Mile End, Upholsterer. High Court. Pet April 
‘Apes. “0 Oni ree Aiae. Hingston upon Hull, Broker. Kingston upon Hull. 
‘hoe St Paul's —m Canonbury, Jeweller. High Court. Pet Feb 
catia ane Glamoganshire, Blacksmith. Neath. Pet April7. Ord 
ro peseshes, Lancashire, Grocer. Manchester. Pet April 13. 
een 'h pee oe Northumberland, Joiner. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
N, Caldewgate, Carlisle, Saddler. Carlisle. Pet April 


13, ree wr ril 13 
Tomes, | Wirreee, South Shields, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet April 6. 
eee Deeton, Great Grimsby, Joiner. Great Grimsby. Pet 
ie Ord April 18 
we Aprils Aues, Sunderland, Builder. Sunderland. Pet April 18. Ord 
Wane, Henn a rasa, Gigh st, Poplar, Leather Seller. High Court. 


Pet April is Ord April 18 
Liss gg JOHN, penaten, Lancashire, Architect. Blackburn. Pet March 


Ord April 13 
woobwase Coledontan rd, out of employmen*. High 


ApRTnor. Twyford st. 
Court. Pet April 13. Ord April 13 
London Gagette.—TuEspay, April 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

BEARDMORE, JOEN, Stafford, Shoemaker. Stoke upon Trent. Pet 

April ts. Ord Anite” 
Briss, Gzoraz, Stockton on Tees, Impleme ro 1 Stockton on Tees 
and M: h. Pet April 18. Ord April 13 
ame. 9 Fm gry jun, th, Stafford, Saddler. Dudley. Pet April 14 
BEyr.ey, Seaman Epwakp. 


Olney, Buckingham, Surgeon. Northampton. 
Pet March 10. Ord Aprils A 
Bourron, Am, Onioter, Lincoln, Ironmonger. Gt Grimsby. Pet April 14. Ord 


Ouarrart, Hazy, ao GEORGE CHAPPELL, Nottingham, Butchers. Notting- 
ham. Pet 6 Ord Apel ~ et ce 


CoxriNs, Vicror Pet of Yo out of business, 
Stockton on Tees and I Middiesborowh April 14. April 1 
CorsBis, Denis GREEVES, N orwich. Pet ‘April’ 1 14. Ord 


April 14 
ear agyeaenannang Bristol, Pet April 4. Ord 


14 
mame ~ Birmingham, Coal Merchant. Birmingham. 
a oni’ ph Fatiner. Kingston, Surrey. Pet April 15. 


A 
Dz Grvory, AnD, Orescént rd, South Norwood pk, Printer. h 
‘wien aoe < —_ 


GezoreE J. ond deesaune Rowen: Exnzst Cat1, Bristol, Ware- 
biel, Pes Ae 1. Ord Apr 16 ; 
berdulais, nr Neath, Gardener. Neath. Pet Apr 15, 


A 
rome el oe Yorks, Grocer. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Aor 6 rd Apr 15 


Freeman, Dante, Luton, Lime Burner. Luton. Pet Apri. Ord Apr 13 


FREEMAN, i Wincanton, Somerset, Bootmaker. Yeovil. Pet Apr 14 
oneiar fe apes. By Ryde, I W, Hotel Proprietor. Newport and Ryde. 
GaarrE. OHN, po weg Liverpool, Grocer. Liverpool. Pet Mari7. Ord 
Manag. Baar, parila pk, Willesden green, out of btisiness. High Oourt. 
Moompxor Jsncs Swindon, Goal Merchant. Swindon. Pet Apr 14. 
Incram, CHARLES WESLEY, Cardiff, Shipbroker. Cardiff. Pet Feb 12, Ord Apr 14 


—— Licettsed Victualler, 





Joussox, JonN Gzonag, Brigntock, Northamptonshire, Publican. Northamp- 


ton. Pet yh ae Ord Avr 7 
EEs, New Oxford st, Tailor. High Court. Pet April 13. Ord 


13 
sees * omMAS EDWARD, Lidndilo, Grocer. Carmarthen. Pet April 12. Ord 
pril 12 








Kempton, EDWARD, ome A rd, Shoreditch, Bed Manufacturer. High Court. 
et March 19. Ord April 15 
LAMPRELL, RICHARD pied en place, Clapham, Builder. High Court. 
a * ce mae a od Horse Dealer. High Court. Pet 
Ord 
_ nr B  ceanliulll Aasikck <0 elas York, Pet April 16, Ord 
MowDaY, Atpuns ity Rey. Feet, , Oxfordshire, Chair Turner. Aylesbury. Pet 
Naviae, Jomx, H jad, Nether, Yorks, out of business. Barnsley. Pet April 
Naat, bas m11AmM, Coventry, Solicitor. Coventry. Pet April 4. Ord 
Ninos, Tuomas, Leicester, Plasterer. Leicester. Pet Lee 16. Ord April 16 
Ogtivre, WInLIaM ALEXANDER, and W1t114M Hope Newcastle on Tyne, 
Oil Importers. Serene ca Tyne. Pot Aprile, Or Ord April 14 
ops - , Wakefield, out of business. akefield. Pet April 18. Ord 
dy 
PALACER, GEORG = Rvssett, Southsea, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet April 18. Ord 
15. ‘Ord April 15 F : ashok 
Parry, GrirrirH, Lianbeblig, Carnarvonshire, Farmer. Bangor. Pet April 15. 
Pearce, RoBERT, and JosEPH Jae Howson, Wolverhampton, Drapers. Wuvl- 
verham: Pet 18. Cnt Spat 1 z 
PEARSON, REUBEN GEORGE, Station rd, Gate, CornChandler, High Court. 
et March 29. Ord April 15 
Pabkuss, Ga0aen RicwaRD, Chichester, Tailor. Brighton. Pet April 15. Ord 
PIKE, Tuomas. Westminster bridge rd, Tuilor. High Court. Pet April i¢. Ord 
1 
Pavan iaceen, and ALFRED Pryor, High st, Tottenham, Builders. High Court. 
Pet April 14. - Ord April 14 


Ricwarps, Davi, Lienfihangel Croyddin, Cardiganshire, Labourer. Aberystwith. 
Pet April 14. Ora April 1 
ROBERTS, x 4 Wimbledon, Grocer. Kingston, Surrey. Pet 





CHARLES, Churc 
April 15. Ord April 6 
Wust1M Kyrrix, Portmadoe, Oarnarvonshire, Quarryman. Bangor. 
Pet Aprili6. Ord April 16 
. CHARLES. New Olee, Lincolnshire, Fishmonger. Great Grimsby. Pet 
April 18. Ord Corie is 


Sapnney, SAMUEL EDWARD, Queen’s rd, Peckham. HighOourt. Ord April 15 
SCHOLES, ie Joo Tuomas, Blackburn, Grocer. Blackburn. Pet April 16. Ord 


sensi. pe. Jomx me BD¥ LED, King's Hi p Hosth. Worcestershire, Cricketer. Birming- 
A 
—— Mt ye a Bass, Crock: eon Hil. Kent, Gentlemen. Rochester. Pet Mar 


SMITE. san ‘fuss, fiadipest, Licenssd Victualler. Stockport. Pet April is. 
Ord Ap: 
Smirx, JonN WILLIAM, Stafford, teamaigene Stafford. Pet April 4. Ord April 14 


oom, RIcHARD CHARLES PEARCE, Catharine ct, feething lane, Merctiant. High 

T. ha a al Bete Furniture Dealer. Harley, Bursiem, and 
‘a’ an 

Pet April ig Or Ord April 14 

Terry, Jony, Kuares' Grocer. York. Pet April 14. Ord April 14 


Trvsiax, CHARLES J., Ann st, Mile end, Licensed Victualler. High Gourt. Pet 


March 17. Ord April 14 
TRATTLES, MATTHEW, Agent. Stockton on Tées 


Stockton on Tees, Commission 
and gg eee ona Pet ‘April Sh wae April 14 


be ae Od & il 14 — “8 
r 
Va vor, Baca, Ju, , Dudley, einai Haulier. gg Pet 
Vasienin” , Leighton Buzzard, Bedfordshire, fimteeper. 


th Pet Pot Apri 18. Ord April 18 
ALKLEY. WILLIAM, Mon, out of business. Newport, Mon. Pet 
Aprilts. Ord J Gal ape 


_ my Lewes, Sussex, Saddler. Lewes and Eastbourne, =_L 
WHITE, Tan az Grorce, South Shields, Outfitter. Newcastle on Tyne. 
oe oes Ord April 15 
WIIson, — DovaLas, Thstock, Leicestershire, Draper. Leicester. Pet April 
JOHN, and JABEZ WooLGaRr, Horsham, Susséx, Builders: Brighton. 
%. Ord April 16 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
eer) Rien - Henry, Buckland Monachorum, Devon, Carpenter. Apr 26 
BuaxDMOEE, J ere = a,  Ringaley, oemaker. Apr 28 at 3.30. Off Rec, New- 
Banesece pd pleton in Widnes, Lancs, Baker. Apr 27 dt 2.90. Off 
8, V ae Liverpoot . 
Clayton, y Us Beedtord, Cream Cheese Dealer, Apr?7atii. Off 
Ree, $1, Manor row, 
BEL ‘Wapping, Wharfinger. Apr 2 at 11. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
8 
n yn p ap agg 4 holsterer. Apr 26 at1%. Bankruptcy 
ont, Portal Norwich, Grocer. Apr 9 at 12. Off Rec, &, King st, 
CRAWLEY, Troms Ercuzs, Ely, Cambs, Saddler. Apr 29 at 12. Off Reo, 5, Petty 
CRIsFIRLD. Pmomas, Factor. April 27 at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lin- 
: Exiza, Eastbourne, Tobacconist. April 27 at 3,30. Bankruptcy 


Daunt, ma FF 
Dao ate Mode, Bea, Deore, May 8 at 12.90. Off Rec, Bank 
HENRY Aberdulais, nr Neath, Gardener. April 27 at 11.45, 
: Bedford, Confectioner. May 3 at 10.30. 
or. April 28 at 12.30. Cottrell & John- 
. April 2 at 11, 2, Park st West, 


14. 
Woot. 
Pet 











pies 5s or of ria wank 2 
. ack aie yeas) el Slee amie ota 







































Off 


Off 











April 23, 1887. 
a) oe i Be swt 


Elladan ag oy April 9 at 11,30. Off Reo, 8, Orockherbtown, 
eras Jouee Ryde, Isle of Wight. Hotel 26 at 
Gascony, Tae pry tobe se hes Bd otel Proprietor. April 


mmerce, 1 
tsa Seeman Shanhien Wade wer Jeweller. Aptil 9% at 2.80. 
Ban n held 


HARRIsO me! ae tau Grange Sve bunt, a re, Civil Engineer. April 27 
“yous Bhelfich, Bootmaker. Ape April 27 at 3, Off Reo, Figtree lane, 
Hewr't, ALFRED, Gt Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Watchmaker. April ® at 12, Off 


HIpBBERtT, ee ems N out of business, April 26 at 12. Of 
rear. a om 1 holsterer. April 26 at 11. Bankruptey 
na 


Jong mom, iliem st, cross, Fe Mertens. April 
xp08, Se Remsen lee Deer . April 27 at 12.90. 
_ a Rae lane, & ie 


Janes, Een ta April 26 at 12. Star Hotel, Lewes 
JoNnzES, Off Heo, 1, —ohsaagers Liandilo, Carmarthenshite, Grocer. ‘April 29 at 11, 


11,Q at, Carmarthen 
JUDD, ; cmbridge, Draper. April 29 at 12.30, Off Rec, 5, Petty Oury, 


4m 
KEYES, Wit Murray st, oy lk North rd, Licensed Victualler. 
@ at 2.30. $3, 0 Carey st, coln’s 
Kina, dows bh ava 4 J prightcn, Bioyele Nemahs April 27 at 2.20. Bankruptcy 
pidngs, 
J Bridgwater, Somersetshire, Accountant. April 26 at 11, 
Bristel Arms trotel, Bri Bridgwater . 
MARSHALL, FRanx, Pecrenie 's. Advertising Agent, April 29 at it. Bank- 


M Tchr Coumecics, Pocklington, Yorks, Miller. April 80 at 12. Off Reo 
ngton, . 
00M: 7, Blake st, York 2 plies ® 








Moorz, J: Thornton Heath, Surrey, Doctor. April 27 at 1%, 109, Victoria 
Monsan, J Ryde, Isle of Wight, Butcher. April 8 at 11.00. Off Rec, 
Movsz, ‘Haney wer Marsh, Lambeth, Olothier. April 28 at 11, 33, Caray sb, 
Nvomwt, Jamas, eld, Oowkeeper. April 97 at 11.30, Off Reo, Figtree lane, 


O'Dwyas, A. Viaons, Belgrave rd, Gent. April 27 at12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 


Cortes Wri ALExaNpER, and W1nt1aM Hors Rossow, Newcastle on Tyne 
Oil Importers, Apr 22 a0? “" Of Reo, Pink lane, Neweastie on 


Ovengy, Facaand, Wakefield, out of business. Apr2¢atil. Off Reo, Boné terr, 

Psacoox, THomas, Labourer. Apr 26 at 11,15. Off 
8, Albert Ty hid dlesborough Peake 

Pearce, Roper, and JosePx JAMES Hopson, Wolverhampton, Drapers. Apr2s 


at3. Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
RICHARDSON, JOHN, Whitby, Yorks, Joiner. Apr 26 at12. Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, 


Hast Harlecy, Yorks, Farmer. Apr 26 atl1. Off Reo, 8, 


sborough 
Barnsley, Yorks, Tobacoonist, Apr 29 at 11.30. Off Reo, 3, 


rad, Bethnal green, Cabinet Maker. Apr 26 at 
st, Liscoln’ s inn fields 
SCANDRETT, WILLIAM, ee on Arrow, Radnorshire, Farmer. Apr 28 
at10. 18, Corn minster 
SurTu, GEORGE Bowsk, son's ie Essex, Civil Service Pensioner. April 97 at 
Senvunen, Dade crahwwh, Chepuiter. April 29 at 10. 2, Offa st, 


Swit, Ys eaemmageesey tags sco: setae Off Rec, High st, 
Rochester 


Tarte, Euxa, Ema, Session, & Staffs, Furniture Dealer. April % at 19, Off Ree, 
TAYLOR, Ai ; Azpust, Woodford, Eesex, Builder, April 96 at 19. 99, Carey st, Lin 
Tzany, Jo Seuut Waseene, Lextes, Citi: April % at 12. Off Reo,i?, Blake st, 
Tomas 3 St. Thomas, Devon, Builder. April at 11. Off Reo, 18, Bedford 
ve County Court, Beterbo 'poterborouss a ee Farmer. bus 5 at 12. 
8. BRET ee Hotel Lee Leighton uzzerd — 
WaLELEY, fe Wasan, Newport, i out of business. April 29 at 12. Off Reo, 
Wa: Bows. Be yen at tit. Sam sé, April 27 at 11, Bankruptcy bidgs, 
WEATHERBY, HENRY, address unknown, Gent. April 2% at 11. Bankruptoy 
Wanpt,f Higray. not i ngland, Gent, April 29 at 1%, Bankruptey biags, 
"Dicien South Ghteide, Quseiser, April 29 at 10.80. Off Ree, 

wpe fe Rootoek, L 5g, PMR Draper. April 26 at 3 25, Friar 
8 is aS BA wht Eda ia Instrument Importers. 
Woops, Er Rew Barnet, St 26 at 11. 16 Room, 9 


31, Bt 
Wat, ae xcs, BS Helier’ oe he aa April 28 


2.80. Bickresesy Spas P 


- oer Lincoln's inn 

Young, Jax, B icon out of employment. April 27 at2.30, County Court, 
ADJUDIOATIONS. 

Ain, Pamir , Cambriige, Ironmonger. Cambridge. Pet March 25. 


Ord A) 
na Ang ote Wee 5 Westbourne Park, out of business. 


0: 
DEAN et Apel 18 Ord Sp * satlondbtne Shoemaker. Stoke upon Trent. 





BULLS, ( Gaones. Stockton ay ae en, apo Stockton on Tees 
Benseet Gate fh Dudley. Pet Aprit 


14. Ord April 14 














iN, Reading, Milliner, Réeding. Pot Marek 7. Ont Aprils 
se Sa a J nprelpeps 

Pes Apett a. Ora 
beet Brighton. Pet March 19, Ora 


Cong, Seen, Toapet terr, Regent’s park, Florist. High Court. Pet 


/Daows, Bercy - Tobacconist. Eastbourne and Lewes. Pet 
Davins, (REE ort, mt Birmingham. Pet 
Dray, Sena Birmingham, Carpet Factor. Birmingham. Pet Mar 


. Stairfogt, nf Barnsley, Yorks out of business. Barnsley. Pet ar 2 
Buzzard, Beds, Confectioner. Luton. Pet Mar ae 


meade, Sacer aes oars Ord Ape 16 


Gaon, Jou, Cardiff, Outfitter, Cardiff, Pet Apr4. Oni Apr 15 ; 
High Oourt. Pet Febs. Ord * 


Faawn, Lambeth walk, Checsesionger, 
oo a paige Hopr J. Seedley, Manchester, Oalico Printers. 


eg Pe ‘Proprietor. Newport and Ryde. ne 
iene 


Deuces es 
Builder. Oldbury. Pet April i: Beat 
me nPIRREE,“Opventey wt, Laloaiter sq, Mngineer High Court, Pet 
Barnsley, Yorks, Corn Miller. Batnsley. Pet March 22. Ord 
Seige ey Te Newyort, Mon. Pet March 2, 


a a Northamptonshire, Publican. Northamp- 


Grover. Carmarthen. Pet Aprit tf, Ord 

: London st, Paddington, Horse Dealer. High Court, Pet 

i a Licensed Victualler, Newcastle on Tyne. 

our, ral Dealer. Scarborough. Pet April’. Ord 

ra es Bridgwater. Pet 
pa vt ee ee 


ee ear 
Seas ee RTH 


ght gO PONSteny ier a Bangor. Pet April 15. 


helper, end Ord Spt ‘olverhampton, Linendrapers. 
=e rd, Court. Pet April 16. Ord 
ma, Gunn, Brockley, Kent, Auctioneer. Greenwich, Pet March 2s. Ora - 
RucAups, Davi, Ilan Oroyddin, Cardigan, ‘Labourer. Aberystwith. , 
ee tages oe Maint eet Noa 
Ross, WILLIsM, Dorset, Oarpenter. Dorchester. Pet 
j Brisas, New Cle, Lincot, Piéhérmaa Gt Gtimeby. Pet April 1. 
(EAN Bass, Orodken BM, Kent, Gent. Rochester Pet March 2 
cp amen soon ore 
Lake, ar Sandown, Farmet. amgabanhon 9 
es Soe teks oan 


acm, 84 Thomas Dorn Baie, Exeter. Pet March 21. 














1 Worse, Baa, Daler Pet Apr 
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BIRTHS, , AND DEATHS, 
Kio.— April 1, at New Barnet, the wite of G. Welby King, barrister-at-law, of 


,, MAR 
Ls ion. Paul Ogde' 
, to Maude gt ae feughser ot John Turner, of Wimbledon- 
pte at Hanworth, ee 
si Mier of «ila eA gaia 


yA at 40, vn, rors eaTH Barnsbury, N., Alexander Buchan, 
a ‘ae 18, at Forest-bill, Kent, Alfred Richards, barrister-at-law, 
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SCH WEITZER’S COOCOATINA. 


. Anti- Cocoa or Chocolate Powder, 
Guaranteed Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The pronounce it ~~ most nutritious, per- 


was tavabaatte tor Tove 


commended by the entire Medical Press. 
cies ae . ‘og? get a egg | it = 
years in climates, and is four 
— cf cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
» and IW REALITY OnRAPER than such 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, a b serevoentet 
toa Breakfast Cup, costing lon than a hal 
Cocoatiwa 4 La . Cheedan the —_ gy . digentibe, 
and may en when 

richer chocolate is prohibited. 


In tins at 1s. 64., 3s., 5s. 64., &c., by Chemists and 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 

H. Scuwnzrrzez & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C. 

TAy FIRE INSURAMOS | OFFIOE, 114, 

Chancery-lane, gay § Aneel 11 y a Notice 

BBETING oF the Shareholders «fine 

Insurance 

ouse, 
to 





pi Chancery. 
pon af Darou sh eon tati | 
Oo go ow ro’ oom — 
also mgs Fo. out by somtign’ and 
a and for 


eral purposes. 
will be taken at one o'clock precisely. 


tors, going out by rotation, are | 
eligible, and Shomecives t or re-election 
Croughton Wilde, | John | omen Cabo. Baa. 
A William wha, Bartle John Laurie Frere, | 
Thomas Oarlisle, | Howard William Brough- 
Esq. ton, Eaq. 
>:— 
William Tanner Neve, 
Edward Hugh White- 


offer themselves for re- 





GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Secretary. 


HE MORTGAGE INSURANCE OOR- 
PORATION, LIMITED 
AMOUNT OF OAPITAL SUBSCRIBED, £710,000 


ba Sy moe ee ol E.C. 
mr She 
ipraring ery ey 


iegaed by, pas Leosehoild 
Debenture Stock, against ‘te 2 of principal and in- 


tures and 
to 


0 ee oases 


the Corporation will 
also be enabled to o age Bo Ty yy Be. 
rate of interest. 


Corporation also Gurm of the ‘Amount invested 


or at any 
Seals dieieninian tt: Aipeatianiin eaigny 
order, 


JAS. C. PRINSEP, Secretary. 


ESTABLISHED 1861. 
BBR ARS 





Trustees 





EDE AND SON, 
ROBE gph - MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty. the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
fe edtael Bom Bench, Corporation of of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
amanenene GOWNS. r 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Cler! 
le eS Chace of ee Pemne, a 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AW UNION FIRE and me JAE INSU- 
RANCE Bg so 


EsTaBLISHED moe Wiles 
| The only Law Insurance Office in the United 
vem an Genes beth Spee Life Insurance 








Chis? Office— 
216, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital ai Subscribed amount to 
upwards of £1 
Middle 


| Chairman—J aMEs CUDDON, oie. of 
Temple, 


| “P Pambertons), Solicitor: 44, Linoolireinaaede 
| Pembertons Saveyrved 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fiel 
The Directors ite attention to the New Form of 
Life Policy, hich is Ghee from all conditions. 
Policies of Insurance granted the contin- 
OS Somean yp ADVANOES Mf mey on Mor orteage of 
e Company oney on Mo: o 
Life mo and Reversions, whether absolute or 
con 


The cmpany also purchases Reversions. 
ide of the Directors’ 
Ann Belenee Sheet, and every informa 
post-free on application to 


FRANK MoGEDY, Actuary and 8 y- 


ACCIDENTS AT HOME ANO ABROAD 
Railway Accidents, Employer's Liability, 


THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANOR COMPANT 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
Income £246,000. 
COMPENSATION PAID For 118,000 ACCIDENTS. 
£2,350,000. 

MODERATE PREMIUMS — FAVOURABLE CONDITIONS. 
Prompt and Liberal Settlement of Claims. 
CuarnMan—HARVIE M. FARQUHAR, Esa. 
West-End Office:—8, Grand Hotel Buildings, W.C.; 
Head Office :—64, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.C. 

WILLIAM J. VIAN, Secretary. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPAN Y¥ 
Established 1836. 
Lompos: 1, M oot, H.C. Asunpzty: 1, 


INCOME * FUNDS: 1 — 
Fire Premiums... .. ~ sy Sy 


Life Premiums .., 

Interest... eco 
Accumulated Funds eo 
LONDON GAZETTE (published 


.. 88,134,000 
LONDON _and OOUNTRY Kova ienBRACENT 
ps aa 117, CHANCERY 


ENBY GREEN, pT sa Agent, 
to direct the aitention of the Legal 


rt and 
on, sent 














3000 
191,000 














UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
English made. 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT. 


WODDERSPOON & CO., 
7, SERLE STREET, awn 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 
LINCOLN’S INN, W.O. 


ESSRS. PUSEaOm arreue, Literary 
Leicester-square 














MAY’S “PERFECT” INK 


EXTRACTOR. 
ACTS LIKE MAGIC. 


at stet.c tae, Tepe tine ae 
mo nm, Parch- 
sere It also removes at once ‘ak 8 Stains from 


Dear Sirs,—W: enclose 14, tn postage stat hag 
“ —We 8! ps, 
bottle of Ink Extractor. We are say it 
answers , and we shall not (9 venting: 
mend it. 


“Yours truly, 
Solicitors, 
“PS.—It is just as effective ve on parchment as on 
paper.” 


Sold all Diationses, Cleat and Fan osi- 
by tories. apie, od Taney Sep 


Sample Bottle post-free 7 Stamps. 
45, FENCHUROH STREET, LONDON, E.O. 


UBNISH your HOUSES or APART- 


UGHOUT on 
MOEDER’S SYSTEM. 
The original, and most 





A.D. 1868. 
Cash extra tor time given. 
prices. No Fe caree gi 
and 250, Tottenham-court- 
21, Morwell-street, W. Estab- 
ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 








